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' CERTIFICATION OF JUDGMENT

Huited States Bistrict Court

FOR THE

WESTERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

BAKER SPECIAL PROJECTS, CIVIL ACTION FILE NO. 84-2332-T ,
et al Plaintiff, l/
S =

vs. JWDGMENT
CECIL STERNE, et al

p—— pr——
Defendants. w T
S L.
CERTIFICATION OF JUDGMENT FOR R
REGISTRATION IN ANOTHER DISTRICT & J’{*—
I, . ROBERT D. DENNIS ... Clerk of the United States Tatrict Court for

the WESTERN . . District of .. OKLAHOMA _ . ...

do hereby certify the annexed to be a true and correct copy of the original judgment entered in the
above entitled actionon _.._...March 7, 1986 . . ..., asitappears of record in my office,

and that

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I hereunto subscribe my\nam'e 'and affix the seal of the sald
. {

Court this . 23td_dayof ... May . ... .',19 .86 ¢
ROBERT. D DENNIS . .S , Clerk
‘ Wb ' ‘. |\ \‘
By ... X - ’;1:* 7 5% —Peputy Clerk
P \

Sy Ly PO

* When no notice of appeal from the judgment has been filed, insert “no notice of appeal from the said judgment
has been filed in my office and the time for appeal commenced to run on [insert date] upon the entry of [If no motien
of the character described in Rule 73(a) F.R.C.P. was filed, here insert ‘the judgment’, otherwise describe the
nature of the order from the entry of which time for appesl is computed under that rule.] If an appeal was taken,
insert & notice of appeal from the said judgment was filed in my office on [insert date] and the judgment was

affirmed by mandate of the Court of Appeals issued [insert defe]” or “a notice of appeal from the said judgment

was filed in my office on [insert date] and the appeal was dismissed by the [insert ‘Court of Appeals’ or ‘Distriet

Court’] on [insert date]”, as the case may be,
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
rLED

WAY 1o - 1982

BCrOTIY 4
Evianos zn
U S Bi\'j("u T LJ(::—L g

M- 1280

Bankruptcy No. 84-00318

In the Matter of:
JOE R. TAYLOR,

Debtor,

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

vVS.

JOE R. TAYLOR,

Rl R i T N Ay P

Defendant. Adversary No. 84-0160

JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for hearing before me on the
Stipulation of the parties for judgment and the submission of
related proceeding, and it appearing that judgment should be
entered in accordance with said Stipulation, judgment is hereby

entered for the United States of America and against Joe R

Taylor in the amount of $590.00, plus interest at the current

legal rate of ZL:Z{ percent per annum from the date of Judgment

until paid and costs.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated this séc) day of May, 1984,

United States Bankruptcy Court )
I s

Northern District of Oklohoma } - '\ o i
. . i Sxe

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGO- RN - ‘
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE lanBD STATES DISTRICT COURﬂ:VOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ORLAHOMA

SCOTT EQUIPMENT COMPANY,
Plaintiff,

VS. Case No. 86-C-406-E

B&F CONSTRUCTION CO., INC.,
and ATORKA GAS GATHERING
SYSTEM, INC.,

Sm -

Ll T W=y
MAY 3 0 1986

"y .» n :"":'r‘ w { el
-;-lfphi l.n Silleh L'i\;l;{

u. S BiSITICr COUR

Defendants,
vs.

MORGAN HINES AND ASSOCIATES,
INC., an Oklahoma corporation,

Third Party
Defendant.

vvukuvﬁlvvt—'v\.’vvvvvw

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

The defendant, B&F Construction Co., Inc., having failed to
plead or otherwise defend in this action and the default having
been entered,

NOW, upon application of the plaintiff and upon affidavit
.that defendant B&F Construction Co., Inc. is indebted to plaintiff
in the sum of $60,974.00, that defendant B&F Construction Co.,
Inc., has been defaulted for failure to appear and that defendant
B&F Construction Co., Inc is a foreign corporation and is not an
infant or incompetent person, and is not in the military service
of the United States, it is hereby

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that plaintiff recover of
defendant B&F Construction Co., Inc. the sum of $60,974.00, with
interest at the rate of (L S[.% per annum from the fkbzv(day of

May, 1986; and costs upon proper application.

-~ A

JAME;gdZELLIbON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

DATED: 7 /f4.. 3o , 1986
7
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT i1 b b
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA |
#AY 30 1366

JAGK C. SILVER, CLERK
US. DISTRICT COURT

NORTH AMERICAN SOCCER LEAGUE
PLAYERS ASSOCIATION, AFL-CIO,
and CARMELLO D'ANZI,

Plaintiffs,
v. No. 85-C-805-B

TULSA CABLE SOCCER, INC. ’
an Oklahoma corporation,

Nt N Nt e N N Vvt Nl e ot et Nt

Defendant.

JUDGMENT

In keeping with the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of

Law entered this date, Judgment is hereby entered in favor of
the plaintiffs, North American Soccer League Players Associa-
tion, AFL-CIO, and Carmello D'Anzi, and against the defendant,
Tulsa Cable Soccer, Inc., in the amount of Eleven Theusand
bollars ($11,000.00), plus interest at the rate of 8% per annum
on said amount, from April 15, 1985 until paid, plus the costs
of enforcing this arbitration award, if timely applied for

under the Local Rules.

DATED this " gay of }%{4;4{ , 1986.

Moy

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA Dot

SHARON K. woOoD,
Plaintiff,
No. 86-C-439-E

vs.

K MART CORPORATION,

e N S L N )

Defendant.

ORDETR

There being no response to the Defendant's Motion to Dismiss
and more than ten (10) days having passed since the filing of the
same and no extension of time having been sought by Plaintiff,
the Court, pursuant to Local Rule 14(a), as amended effective
March 1, 1981, concludes that Plaintiff has therefore waived any
objection or opposition to the Defendant's Motion to Dismiss.

See Woods Constr. Co. v. Atlas Chemical Indus., Ine., 337 F.2d

888, 890 (10th Cir. 1964).
The Defendant's Motion to Dismiss is therefore granted.

ORDERED this sjtg’ZT day of May, 1986,

JAMES q4/ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT nh 30 D

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA -

LA Cib SLERD

ST o e

VIKING PETROLEUM, INC,
a Delaware corporation,

Plaintiff,

v. No. 84-C-835-B
GEO EXPLORATION, INC., a Texas
corporation; FRANK WHITTINGTON,
an individual; FRANK MERRILL,

an individual; SIGNAL DRILLING
CORPORATION, a Texas corporation,

Defendants,

DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

The Plaintiff, Viking Petroleum, 1Inc., ("Viking") hereby
dismisses with prejudice all of Viking's claims asserted against

the defendant, Signal Drilling Corporation.

Respectfully submitted,

By 7?"/4—-94'(‘)

Richard F. Popp

Suite 700 Holarud Building
Ten East Third Street
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
(918) 584-1471

OF COUNSEL:

HOLLIMAN, LANGHOLZ, RUNNELS & DORWART
Suite 700 Holarud Building

Ten East Third Street

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

(918) 584-1471
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CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that on May 30, 1986 I placed a true and
correct copy of the above and foregoing Dismissal With Prejudice
in the United States mail with proper postage fully prepaid to:

Robert A. Whittington, Esqg.
SANCHEZ, WHITTINGTON AND SANCHEZ
100 North Expressway, Suite 83
P. O. Box 4215

Brownsville, Texas 78523-4215

Robert P. Redemann, Esq.

RHODES, HIERONYMUS, JONES,
TUCKER AND GABLE

2800 Fourth National Bldg.

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119

Frank C. Merrill, Jr.
10324 Longmont
Houston, Texas 77042
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CQURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FIRST TEXAS SAVINGS ASSOCIATION,

)
a Texas savings and lecan )
association, )

)

Plaintiff, ) -

) u/////
V. ) No. 85-C-49-B

) . R
AUTUMN OAKS, LTD., an Oklahoma )
limited partnership; HOWARD L. ) F ! L E D
RASKIN; COUNTY TREASURER FOR ) !
TULSA COUNTY; and THE BOARD OF ) s !
COUNTY COMMISSIONERS OF TULSA ) I"\AY 3L f%
COUNTY, )

)

)

Jack C. Sitver, Clerk
U, S. DISTRICT COAIKT

Defendants.

JUDGMENT

In keeping with the Findings of Fact and Conclusions of
Law entered this date, Judgment is hereby rendered in favor
of the plaintiff, First Texas Savings Association, a Texas
savings and loan association, against the defendant guarantor,
Howard L. Raskin, in the'amount of Two Million Four Hundred
Twenty-0One Thousand Nine Hundred Twenty-Six and 52/100 Dollars
($2,421,926.52), post-judgment interest is granted at the rate
0f Texas Commerce Bank-Houston, Texas prime plus five (5) per
cent on the net deficiency of Cne Million Eight Hundred Ninety-
Four Thousand Seven Hundred Seventy-One and 53/100 Dollars
($1,894,771.53), plus the costs of this action if timely applied
for under the Local Rules.

DATED this 30th day of May, 1986. ~

DN v D
THOMAS R. BRETT i
UNITED STATLES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE ., . s
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA w300

HAMILTON BANK, a national ST S IV ER CLERR

.“
i
W

: . $EI5 LG0T COURY
banking corporation, 5.5 ey CouRi

Plaintiff,
vs. No. 84-C-486-C
WYERWOOD FARMS, INC., a
corporation, FRANK C. WYER
and HELEN A. WYER,

Defendants.

i i i S S A L NP NP W N

PARTIAL JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

Now on this 15th day of April, 1986 this matter comes
on before me, the undersigned Judge of the District Court by
agreement of the parties. The Plaintiff is represented by its
attorneys of record, ALLIS & VANDIVORT, INC. by Madalene A.B.
Witterholt. The Defendants are represented by their attorney of
record, Charles Whitman. By agreement of the parties, the Court
makes the following findings of fact and conclusions of law:

1. That this Court has jurisdiction over the subject
matter and parties hereto.

2. That Plaintiff is granted judgment against the
Defendant, WYERWOOD FARMS, INC., in the sum of $103,580.48,
representing principal and interest due the Plaintiff as of the
date of this judgment; said judgment to bear interest at the
note rate of Hamilton Bank's Prime rate as in effect from time to
time plus 17.

3. That Plaintiff is granted judgment against the
Defendants, FRANK A. WYER and HELEN WYER, in the sum of




$103,580.48, representing principal and interest of the Plaintiff

through the date of judgment; saig Judgnent to bear interest at the

note rate of Hamilton Bank' S Prime rate as in effect from time to
time plus 1%.

4. That the Plaintiff is entitled to judgment for
attorney fees and costs as against all the defendants in the sum
of $10,000.00,.

5. That the issue of the replevin of the the
collateral of the Plaintiff still remains and should be held in
abeyance until further order of the Court.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

s/H. DALE COQK
Honorable H. Dale Cook

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

ALLIS & VANDIVORT, INC.

Jsdor -

itferholt

Atftorneys for Plaintiff
A -

Charles Whitman

Attorney for Defendants,
Wyerwood Farms, Inc.

Frank C. Wyer and Helen A. Wyer

Do [

Helen A. Wyer o




FOR THE NORTHERN PISTRICT OF oKL gHOM4 MAY 3 0 1986

dack C. Silver, Clerk
B. S. DISTRICT COURT

CENTURY BANK, 4 banking )
Corporation of Tulsa County, )
klahoma, )
)
Plaintirp, )
)
Vs, ) No. 85-C-66-F
)
WILLIAM p, McKENZIE, )
)
Defendant and Thiprd )
Party Plaintiff, )
)
Vs, )
)
CLYDE g, DUNAVENT, JR., DoN )
G. MAILATH, DENNIS L. WOoOoD, )
LARRY T, JOHNSON, WOODLAND )
POINTE, CENTURY TOWER )
PARTNEHSHIP, WOODLAND POINTE )
NORTH PARTNERSHIP AND WOODLAND )
POINT wEST PARTNERSHIP, )
)
)

Third Party Defendants.

The Court has before it for its considers sipp the motionsg
for Summary Judgment of Plaintiff, Century Bank ang Third Party
Defendant Larry T, Johnson ("Johnson") against Defendant and
Third Party Plaintirr Willianm D. McKenzie ("MoKenzie"). The
Court has also had the benefitg of oral argument orf the motions
before the United States Magistrace. Century Bank ang Johnson
urge the Court to €rant judgment in theip Tavor op McKenzie's
Counterclaim and Thiprg Party Complaint for common law fraud,
Securitieg fraud and alder anpg abettor liability under 15 u.s.c.

§ 78(3)(b) and SEC Ryle 10b-5 (17 C.F.R. § 240.10b-5). In

2t o AR il ﬂ'm:&-‘ﬁﬁf"-“ o “ - e




addition, Century Bank requests judgment on its claim against
McKenzie on a Promissory Note.

The standards governing the grant of summary Jjudgment are
well established. Summary judgment cannot be awarded when there

exists a genuine issue of material fact. Redhouse v. Quality

Ford Sales, Inc., 511 F.2d 230 (10th Cir. 1975). It is a drastic

measure that should be granted only with caution. MeGill wv.

American Land & Exploration Co., 776 F.2d 923 (10th Cir. 1985).

Pleadings and documentary evidence must be liberally construed in
favor of the party opposing the motion, and if the facts support
an inference which would permit the non-movant to prevail,
summary judgment is inappropriate. MeGill, at 926,

Despite the difficulty of meeting these standards, the Court
is satisfied that summary judgment is appropriate here as
requested by Century Bank and Johnson. Based on the depositions,
exhibits, and statements of counsel at oral argument that there
were no material issues of fact, the Court finds that there are
no material issues in dispute with regard to Century Bank's claim
against McKenzie and McKenzie's c¢laims against Century Bank and
Johnson. McKenzie admits that he executed a promissory note in
the amount of $80,000 in favor of Century Bank and that he has
defaulted on the note by failing to make the last interest
paymeni, and failing to pay the principal when due. Furthermore,
in his deposition, McKenzie admits he decided to make the
investment in Woodland Pointe prior to any communication with
Century Bank or Johnson concerning the availability of the

$80,000 loan or the merits of the investment itself. McKenzie's




only claim regarding any statement made to him by either Johnson
or Century Bank with regard to the merits of the investment is
that Johnson told him (after McKenzie had made his decision to
invest) that "we've done business with Woodla;d Pointe and it
looks great." (Deposition of William McKenzie, p. 122). The
only other relevant, undisputed facts with regard to the bank's
involvement in McKenzie's purchase of the limited partnership
interest are that McKenzie considered obtaining the loan "easy",
that Century Bank did not require security for the 1loan, that
instead Century Bank obtained two guarantors on the loan and that
Century Bank was aware that the guarantors were partners in other
limited partnerships which were debtors of the limited
partnership in question. McKenzie has not claimed that the bank
participated in the development or operation of the limited
partnership, or that it participated in McKenzie's purchase of an
interest in the limited partnership, except to make the loan for
the purchase price.

To support an aiding and abetting claim for securities fraud
it must be shown that an independent wrong existed and that the

aider and abettor knowingly or recklessly rendered substantial

assistance to the primary wrongdoer. Woodward v, Metro Bank of

Dallas, 522 F.2d 84 (5th Cir. 1975); Westland Energy 1981-1 Ltd.

v. Bank of Commerce, 603 F.Supp. 698 (N.D. Ok. 1984). Here, it

is undisputed that McKenzie made his decision to invest in the
limited partnership prior to any involvement of Century Bank
other than a social meeting with Johnson, who was a loan officer

at Century Bank. McKenzie has repeatedly admitted that his

-3~
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decision was prior to any involvement by Century Bank in making
the loan. Therefore, there is a complete absence of proof of the
essential element of substantial assistance to the wrongdoer
which is essential for aider and abettor liability. Because this
failure of proof on an essential element is dispositive, the
Court need not address the other issues which could be raised
with regard to the securities claim.

With regard to the common law fraud claim, McKenzie must
prove the following elements:

(1) That Defendant made a false representation;

{2) That it was false;

(3) That Defendant knew the statement was false or that he
made it recklessly;

(4) That it was with the intention that it would be acted

upon by Plaintiff;

(5) That Plaintiff acted in reliance on it; and

(6) That Plaintiff suffered injury.

Furthermore, the burden of proof on McKenzie's fraud claim
is that fraud be shown by c¢lear and convincing evidence. Here,
discovery has concluded, but McKenzie has advanced no evidence to
show that Century Bank or Johnson engaged in any fraudulent
acts. Thus, reasonable minds could not differ, and there is no
necessity for McKenzie's fraud claim to be submitted to a jury.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that summary judgment 1Is granted in
favor of Century Bank and against William D. McKenzie, both on
Century's claim against McKenzie on the promissory note and on

McKenzie's counterclaim against Century Bank.




IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that summary Jjudgment is granted in
favor of Larry T. Johnson on McKenzie's third party claim.

DATED this &?3’—” day of May, 1986.




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA HAY 20 1355

PALMCO MANAGEMENT COMPANY,
an Oklahoma corporation,

Plaintiff,
Vs, No. 86-C-191-C

SCANDRILL, INC.,
a New York corporation,

N S mt® Smdt? Sl Vvt aat st e t? mart”

Defendant.

ORDER

Now before the Court for ité consideration is the motion of
defendant Scandrill, Inc. to transfer, said motion filed herein
‘on April 14, 1986. The plaintiff's having responded, the Court
finds the matter ready for its determination.

Considering the motion for transfer or change of venue, the
Court notes that defendant is a New York corporation with its
principal place of business in San Antonio, Texas. Plaintiff is
an Oklahoma corporation, with its principal place of business in
Oklahoma. Both corporations transact business in Oklahoma and
Texas.

The case arises out of a contract between the parties, the
terms of which are in dispute because of a claim made upon
defendant by the Texas Railroad Commission concerning some of the
©il and gas leasehold interests covered by the contract between

the parties. All the leaseholds covered by the contract are




located in Texas. The contract specifically provides that the
laws of the State of Texas will apply to any disputes arising out
of the contract. The Texas Railroad Commission rules concerning
plugging of wells are directly at issue. The contract is carried
out in the State of Texas, as the location of all the leaseholds
and the site of plaintiff's operating and managing of the wells.
Many witnesses reside in Texas, and the land and Commission
records are located in Texas, although plaintiff claims to have
copies in Tulsa of most of the pertinent documentation necessary.

The only other contact with this forum concerning the
matters to be litigated is that this ie the plaintiff's residence
and the fact that the contract was signed in Tulsa.

The controlling statutory provision, Title 28 U.s.cC.
§1404 (a) provides:

For the convenience of parties and witnesses,
and in the interest of justice, a district
court may transfer any civil action to any
other district or division where it might
have been brought,

Initially, the Court notes the threshold requirement estab-
lished in §1404(a) has been met. It is clear this case could
have been brought in the United States District Court for the
Western District of Texas, San Antonio Division, as the district
in which defendant is doing business, pursuant to 28 U.s.cC.
§13%1(c).

A transfer under Section 1404(a) is within the discretion of

the trial court. Wm. A. Smith Contracting Co. v. Travelers

Indemnity Co., 467 ¥F.2d 662 (10th Cir. 1972). The burden of

establishing that the action should be transferred is on the




movant., Unless the evidence and circumstances of the case are

strongly in favor of the transfer, the plaintiff's choice of

forum should not be disturbed. Houston Fearless Corp. v. Teter,
318 F.2d 822 (10th Cir. 1963).

Consideration of the plaintiff's choice of forum greatly
diminishes where none of the conduct complained of occurred in

the selected forum. Koeneke v. Grevhound Lines, Inc., 289

F.5upp. 487 (W.D.Okla. 1968). Location of witnesses is also a

proper factor to consider. Northwest Animal Hlospital, JInc. v.

Earnhardt, 452 F.Supp. 191 (W.D.Okla. 1977) .

A court must also consider the interests of justice. A
Texas court sitting in diversity jurisdiction would be acquainted
with the state laws and regulations governing the action. The
applicability of Texas state law was agreed to by the parties.
The lawsuit concerns and touches minerals and leaseholds located
in Texas. Any conflict as to unperformed contractual duties
would be best resolved in the forum where such duties were to be
carried out.

Based upon the foregoing consideration of the circumstances
of this case and Section 1404(a), the Court finds and concludes
that defendant has sufficiently established that the trial of
this action would be more conveniently carried through and the
interests of justice more completely served in the United States
District Court for the Western District of Texas, San Antonio
Division.

Accordingly, it is Ordered that the motion of defendant for

transfer or change of venue should be and hereby is sustained.




This case should be transferred to the United States District

Court for the Western District of Texas, San Antonio Division.

The Clerk of this Court will effect the transfer without delay,

IT IS SO ORDERED this <3 day of May, 1986.

H. DALE CODK
Chief Judge, U. S. District Court




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

R. K. PIPE & SUPPLY, INC.,
Plaintiff,
No. 82-C-821-E

V3.

MELVIN MeGEE, a/k/a

i i T L N S N

MELRAY DRILLING CO., ~ 1L E P
Defendant. o,
AR 1

JUDGMENT jachk C. Silver, Clerk

(. §. DISTRICT COURT

Baséd on the stipulation of the parties (which was submitted
to this Court's official reporter for “ranscription) that the
Defendant's counterclaim for fraud should be dismissed, and that
the actual damages sustained by the Defendant on its counterclaim
for breach of warranty was $6,537.22, the Court finds that
Defendant's counterclaim for fraud should be dismissed with
prejudice, and that judgment should be entered on Defendant's
counterclaim for breach of warranty in favor of Defendant, Melvin
McGee a/k/a Melray Drilling Co., and against the Plaintiff, R. K.
Pipe & Supply, Inc. in the amount of $6,537.22, plus attorney's
fees to be set upén application and the costs of the action.

DATED this ﬂ-?zﬂijay of May, 1986.




e
e i r e g,

M
X 29 jeae

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR {'9 LE

THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA LY S HA l":!‘;i_‘._}

' CILVER, 0
; H.-f L‘UU'

WESTLAND ENERGY 198L-1 I'I'D., )
et al.,
)
Plaintiffs,
)
V.
)
BANK OF COMMERCE AND TRUS'T
COMPANY, et ati., ) No., B3-C-1025-B
NDefendants, }
v, )
KRISTINE G. PINEGAR, )
Third Party )
Defendant.
)

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

Pursuant to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil

Proceedure, the undersigned, representing all of the parties to

this action, by and through their counsel, stipulate as follows:

1. All claims contained in plaintiffs® Amended
Complaint against defendants Hurricane Enerqgy Corporation and
HEC Supply Company shall bhe forthwith dismissed with prejudice.

Counts I, IV, VI, VIII, IX, X, XI, XII, XIII, XIV
XTIXT ?‘*
and XVIIEﬂPf he Amen eé Complaint shall be forthwith dismissed

with prejudice as to defendants Bank of Commerce and Trust

Company and Larry D. Sweel,




3. It 1s expressly recoganized and agreed by all
parties hereto that this Stipulation shall not operate as a
dismissal of any of the claims in the Amended Complaint against
defendants Leonard D. Rice, Newport 0Oil and Gas, Inc. and
Emerald Bay Energy, Inc. [t 1s further expressly recognized
and agreed that all factual allegations in the Amended
Complaint against the various defendants shall remain intact to
the extent that such allegations are material or relevant to

plaintiffs' claims against the defendants.

Dated: mﬂﬁzg_ /‘7?4 DOERNER, STUART, SAUNDERS,

DANTEL & ANDERS3ON

GLAUQUE & WILI IAMS

A Fatew

// / Al btorneys fco Plaintiffs

- /

. <; AL /CZL - . e S

Dated: A WA A HARKLEY, ERNST, WHITE & HARTMAN
/,' : -

S, ,//

Altaorneys for hefendant

" // Bank og Commer ce & Izﬁft orpany
.,." // ! ) s :
Dated: AA~,)_“__/Z’ﬁim( - AHUWIUA/& WL CH
v %M/(/(,

/Altnrnﬂya far Def
Larvy D, Sweel,
Corporation and

wien: 5/ 28/86 (U3

ALAN B. MITCHELL

By
s

ndants
Twrricane Energy
¢ Supply

Attorney for Defendants
Leonard DL, Rice, Newport 0il &
Gas, Inc. and Emerald Bay
Energy, Inc.

-3
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE:

? “"n
la g !
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA 5

" ' 29 Qua ‘{)S

COMPRESSOR SYSTEMS, INC., )
)
Plaintiff, ) PO il‘i & U gnﬁ
) e TiST SOURT
va, ) Case No. 85-C-lI137C
)
R. H. OPERATING COMPANY, }
)
Defendant. )

DEFAULT JUDGMENT OF
R. H. OPERATING COMPANY

The above-entitled cause coming on for hearing on the Motion and Affidavit of
Plaintiff for an Order adjudging the Defendant, R. H. Operating Company, to be in
default for want of appearance or answer in any form in said action, on all the records
and files herein, and it appearing to the Court that the Defendant, R. H. Operating
Company, has been duly and legally served by serving the Secretary of State with
summons by certified mail, return receipt requested, in this action, and that due proof
thereof has been filed, and that more than twenty (20) days have elapsed since the date of
said service and said Motion having been duly considered by the Court and the Court
being fully advised in the premises,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Detendant, R. H. Operating Company, be, and it
is hereby, adjudged to be in default in this action.

IT IS l::URTHER ORDERED that judgment in favor of Compressor Systems, Inc.,
Plaintiff, and against R. H. Operating Company, Defendant, shall enter in accordance
with the prayer of Plaintiff's Complaint.

IT IS, THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Plaintiff,
Compressor Systems, Inc., have and recover from Defendant, R. H. Operating Company,

judgment in the sum of $10,279.11, with interest thereon at the rate of ten percent (10%)

T a—



per annum from February 24, 1983, until paid, together with costs and disbursements

i
incurred in this action amounting to the sum of § “| and a judgment for
reasonable attorney's fees in the amount of § ¢ -~ ‘
DATED this | _dayof ' ,... . , 1986,

l

s/H. DALE COOK
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

NAIFEH & WOSKA

A Professional Corporation

100 Coleord Building

15 N. Robinson

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFF
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE

T A
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA o 11 T D
I N
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, AT 28 50
Plalntiff, LR Chllvu.\.bLERK

TG s isT COURT
vs.

ELVIS HENSLEY,

Defendant. CIVIL ACTION NO. 86-C-211-C

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

-

This matter comes on for consideration this 2.5 day
of May, 1986, the Plaintiff appearing by Layn R. Phillips,
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Peter Bernhardt, Assistant United States Attorney, and
the Defendant, Elvis Hensley, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Elvie Hensley, was served with
Summons and Complaint on Bpril 17, 1986. The time within which
the Defendant could have answered or otherwise moved as to the
Complaint has expired and has not been extended. The Defendant
has not answered or otherwise moved, and default has been
entered by the Clerk of this Court. Plaintiff is entitled to
Judgment as a matter of law.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that

the Plaintiff have and recover judgment against the Defendant,




Elvis Hensley, for the principal sum of $3,362.56, plus accrued
interest of $21.15 as of December 31, 1982, plus interest
thereafter at the rate of 4 percent per annum until judgment,

plus interest thereafter at the current legal rate of

percent per annum until paid, plus costs of this action.

Saz ‘
Sﬁ‘i} [P IR

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT foron .
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ﬁ*?ﬂ:%;

T.H.J. CORPORATION, a Nevada
corporation; PHOENIX INTERNATIONAL
DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION, a
Canadian corporation; MEGALINE
RESOURCES, LTD., a Canadian
corporation; CENTURY EXPLORATION,
INC., a Canadian corporation;
CAPQZZI ENTERPRISES, LTD., a
Canadian corporation; LEONARD
UDELL, an individual; and
CANADIAN ENERGY, INC., an
Oklahoma corporation,

Plaintiffs,

vs Case No. 85-C-532-B

CLARENCE R. WRIGHT, an

individual; C.R. WRIGHT

ASSOCIATES MANAGEMENT, INC.,

an Oklahoma corporation;

YUKON NATIONAL BANK, a national
bank; DONAL W. MOUNT, an individual
and ALAN BERRY WHITE, an
individual,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
}
)
)
)
)
)
)
}
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

Upon the Stipulation of Dismissal filed by the parties
in the above captioned case,

IT IS ORDERED, that the following named defendants, to-wit:
Clarence R. Wright, an individual; C.R. Wright Associates Management,
Inc., an Oklahoma corporation; Yukon National Bank, a national bank;
and Donal W. Mount, an individual, are hereby dismissed from said

case, with prejudice. ,é

DATED this ;Efday of /Ma/y/ . 1986.

S/ THCMA S R EkdT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COQURT ”Y 29 PME gy//

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAH .
c AHOUACK . sILvER, CLERK

US.BISTRICT CQURT

MIDWESTERN UNITED LIFE
INSURANCE COMPANY,
Plaintiff,

No. 85-C-1074-B

Crag
5S-E 10878 L/’//’f’#"

Vs,

DANIEL E. FAIRCHILD, as Trustee
of THE SUSAN MARIE "SUMI"
MILLER TRUST, et al.,

Defendants.

FIREMAN'S FUND AMERICAN LIFE
INSURANCE COMPANY,

Plaintiff,
vVs.
DANIEL E. FAIRCHILD, as Trustee

of THE SUSAN MARIE "SUMI"

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
MILLER TRUST, et al., )
)
)

befendants.

ORDER

This matter comes before the Court upon request of all
parties to this action. fThe Court finds as follows:
1. The Court has jurisdiction of this matter pursuant to 2g

U.5.C. § 1335,




'."

2. By Order dated December 18, 1985, this Court permitted
the plaintiff, Fireman's Fund Life Insurance Company
("Firemans"), to deposit into Court the sums of $122,823.60,
$100,000.00 and $100,000.00.

3. These sums were placed into a Certificate of Deposit
which matures on the 17th day of June, 1986. _

4. The sums of $122,823.60, $100,000.00 and 5100;000.00
represent the proceeds of three insurance policies issued by
Fireman's. The proceeds of Policy No. PXL 3604926 are
$122,823.60; the proceeds of ©Policy No. GXB 3831546 are
$100,000.00; the proceeds of ©Policy No. GXB 3831552 are

$100,000.00.

5. Disclaimers as to any right or claim to the insurance

policies listed below have been filed by the following

defendants:
Policy as to Which
Name - Disclaimer Filed
Daniel E. Fairchild, as Exccutor Fireman's PXL 3604926
and Personal Representative of Fireman's GXB 3831546
the Estate of Susan Marie Miller Fireman's GXB 3831552
Ethel Marie Kembro Fireman's PXL 3604926
Fireman's GXB 3831546
Fireman's G¥B 3831552
Ben K. and Laura MeGill Firecman's PXL 3604920
Fireman's GY¥B 3831546
Fireman's GX3 3831552
Telecommunications Management Fireman's PXL 3604926
and Resources, Inc. Fireman's GMB 3831546

Fireman's GXB 3831552




6. By Answers filed herein, the following defendants make

claims as to proceeds making up the sums on deposit with the

Court:
Policy as to Which
Name Claim Made
Daniel E. Fairchild, as Trustee Fireman's PXL 3604926
of the Susan Marie Miller Trust Fireman's GXB 3831546

Fireman's GXB 3831552

7. The proceeds of Fireman's Policy No. PXL 3604926, being
$122,825.60, which were deposited into Cqurt, énd accrued
interest thereon, together with the remaining proceeds of Pélicy
Nos. GXB 3831546 and GXB 3831552 plus accrued interest thereon
shall be paid to Chapel, Wilkinson, Riggs & Abney, as attorneys
for Daniel E. Fairchild, as Trustee of the Susan Marie Miller
Trust, upon maturity of the Certificate of Deposit.

8. Due to its deposit into Court of the sum of $122,823,50,
Firemanfs is discharged from any and all further 1liabilities
herein relating to Fireman's Policy No. PXIL 360492¢.

9. For that portion of its action relating to Policy wo.
PXL 3604926 Fireman's is entitled to an award of attorneys fees
in the amount of $877.47, the judgment Ffor said fee to be against
Daniel E. Fairchild as the Trustee of the Susan Marie Miller
Trust.

10. Due to its deposit into Court of the sums of $100,000.00
and $100,000.00, Fireman's is discharged from any and all further
liabilitics herein relating to Fireman's Policy Nos. GX3 3831545

and GXB 3831552 except for any and all liabilities which may

-3-
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arise from the Holiday Accidental Death Benefit sections of the
policies and for interest owed.
1l. There is no Jjust reason to delay entry of a final
judgment as to the findings of the Court herein.
12. Entry of final judgment is directed as follows:
a. Judgment for Daniel E. Fairchild, as
Trustee of the Susan Marie Miller Trust, in
the amount of the proceeds of Fireman's Policy
Nos. PXL 3604926, GXB 3831546 and GXB 3831552,
which were deposited into Court, and accrued

interest thereon; and

b. Judgment for Fireman's in the amount
of $§877.47.

13. The Court hereby directs and orders the Clerk of the
Court to distribute the amounts described herein to Chapel,
Wilkinson, Riggs & Abney as attorney for Daniel E. Fairchild, as

Trustee of the Susan Marie Miller Trust.

Dated this %%Tﬁday of /M_u\\/ r 1986.
/

~<j’742/ /%/J/;

Thomas R. Bre
United States DlSLLlCt Judge
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APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:

Oﬂwhu/(/l’\dva

Freder Cc Dorwart - %

J. Mlc ael Medina

HOLLIMAN, LANGHOLZ, RUNNELS
& DORWART . .

700 Holarud Building

Ten East Third Street

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

{(918) 584-1471

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

A;ﬁ%%

Benjamln . Abney
Nik Jonfs
CHAPEL,&W LEKINSON, RIGGS & A EY
502 West Sixth Street
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119

- (918) 587-3161
Attorneys for Daniel E.
Fairchild, as Trustee of The
Susan Marie "Sumi" Miller Trust

Floyd L. Walker

J. Warren Jackman

PRAY, WALKER, JACEMAN

WILLIAMSC & MADLAR

Oneok Plaza, 9th Floor

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

{918) 584-413¢

Attorneys for Telecommunications
Management and Resources, Inc.

¥
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FILED
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT rmy 29 EGB s?//

FOR THE NORTHERN DIST
RICT OF OKLAHOMA., C.SILYER, CLERK

U.S.BISTRICT COURT

MIDWESTERN UNITED LIFE
INSURANCE COMPANY,

Plaintiff,

No. 85-C-1074-B
eﬂ’%——a./

55 € 1089 -6

vs.

DANIEL E. FAIRCHILD, as Trustee
of THE SUSAN MARIE "SUMI"
MILLER TRUST, et al.,

Defendants.

FIREMAN'S FUND AMERICAN LIFE
INSURANCE COMPANY,

Plaintiff,
vs.
DANIEL E. FAIRCHILD, as Trustee

of THE SUSAN MARIE "SUMI"
MILLER TRUST, et al.,

\—'\_—\-v-u_"_d‘.-ouvuvvvvwvvwvvyvuvuv

Defendants.

ORDER

This matter comes before the Court upon request of all
parties to this action. The Court finds as follows:
1. The Court has jurisdiction of this matter pursuant to 28

U.S5.C. § 1335,

g
¢ 5-6




2. By Order dated December 18, 1985, this Court permitted
the plaintiff, Fireman's Fund Life Insurance Company
("Firemans"), to deposit into Court the sums of $122,823.60,
$100,000.00 and $100,000.00.

3. These sums were placed into a Certificate of Deposit
which matures on the 17th day of June, 1986.

4. The sums of $122,823.60, $100,000.00 and $100,000.00
represent the proceeds of three insurance policies issued by
Fireman's. The proceeds of Policy ©No. PXL 3604926 are
$122,823.60; the proceeds of Policy No. GXB 3831546 are
$100,000.00; the proceeds of Policy No. GXB 3831552 are
$100,000.00.

5. Disclaimers as to any right or claim to the insurance
policies 1listed below have been filed by the following
defendants:

Policy as to Which

Name Disclaimer Filed
Daniel E. Fairchild, as Executor Fireman's PXL 3604926
and Personal Representative of Fireman's GXB 3831546
the Estate of Susan Marie Miller Fireman's GXB 3831552
Ethel Marie Kembro Fireman's PXL 3604926

Fireman's GXB 3831546
Fireman's GXB 3831552

Ben K. and Laura McGill Fireman's PXIL 3604926
Fireman's GXB 3831546
Fireman's GXB 3831552

Telecommunications Management Fireman's PXL 3604926
and Resources, Inc. Fireman's GXB 3831546
Fireman's GXB 3831552




6. By Answers filed herein, the following defendants make

claims as to proceeds making up the sums on deposit with the

Court:
Policy as to Which
Name Claim Made
Daniel E. Fairchild, as Trustee Fireman's PXL 3604926
of the Susan Marie Miller Trust Fireman's GXB 3831546

Fireman's GXB 3831552

7. The proceeds of Fireman's Policy No. PXL 3604926, being
$122,823.60, which were deposited into Court, and accrued
interest thereon, together with the remaining proceeds of Policy
Nos. GXB 3831546 and GXB 3831552 plus accrued interest thereon
shall be paid to Chapel, Wilkinson, Riggs & Abney, as attorneys
for Dbaniel E. Fairchild, as Trustee of the Susan Marie Miller
Trust, upon maturity of the Certificate of Deposit.

8. Due to its deposit into Court of the sum of $122,823.60,
Fireman's is discharged from any and all further liabilities
herein relating to Fireman's Policy No. PXL 3604926.

9. For that portion of its actien relating to Policy No.
PXL 3604926 Fireman's is entitled to an award of attorneys fees
in the amount of $877.47, the judgment for said fee to bhe against
Daniel E. Fairchild as the Trustee of the Susan Marie Miller
Trust.

10. bue to its deposit into Court of the sums of $100,000.00
and $100,000.00, Fireman's is discharged from any and all further
liabilities herein relating to Fireman's Policy Nos. GXB 3831546

and GXB 3831552 except for any and all liabilities which may

-3




arise from the Holiday Accidental Death Benefit sections of the
policies and for interest owed.
l1l. There is no just reason to delay entry of a final
judgment as to the findings of the Court herein.
12. Entry of final judgment is directed as follows:
a. Judgment for Daniel E. Fairchild, as
Trustee of the Susan Marie Miller Trust, in
the amount of the proceeds of Fireman's Policy
Nos. PXL 3604926, GXB 3831546 and GXB 3831552,
which were deposited into Court, and accrued
interest thereon; and

b. Judgment for Fireman's in the amount
of $877.47.

13. The Court hereby directs and orders the Clerk of the
Court to distribute the amounts described herein to Chapel,
Wilkinson, Riggs & Abney as attorney for Daniel E. Fairchild, as

Trustee of the Susan Marie Miller Trust,

Dated this %ﬁrﬁday of Mu\\/ . 1986.

Thomas R. Brett
United States District Judge




APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:

/L{AdAL‘lLL/(/l44LSD-h

Frederkc Dorwart -~ %

J. Michael Medina

HOLLIMAN, LANGHOLZ, RUNNELS
& DORWART

700 Holarud Building

Ten East Third Street

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

(918) 584-1471

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

z;fm

Benjamln . Abney

Nik Jon s

CHAPEL ,“W LKINSON, RIGGS & A EY
502 West Sixth Street

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119

{(918) 587-3161

Attorneys for Daniel E.
Fairchild, as Trustee of The
Susan Marie "Sumi" Miller Trust

Floyd L. Walker

J. Warren Jackman

PRAY, WALKER, JACKMAN
WILLIAMSON & MARLAR

Oneok Plaza, 9th Floor

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

(918) 584-4136

Attorneys for Telecommunications

Management and Resources, Inc.




e
o ~ [T
| I B
- (i ,aﬁg {

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IR
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

BILLY M. FULTON and
BARBARA FULTON, Husband and Wife,

Plaintiffas,
vs. Case No., 86-C-450 ¢
BILL W. BUSH, ARROW SPECIALTY
CO., an Oklahoma corporation;
NORTHERN GROUP SERVICES, INC.,
a foreign corporation; MASCO
CORPORATION, a foreign

corporation; E LIF

1

Sorporalion., WASHINGTON NATIONAL
INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA,

a foreign corporation,

vuvvvvvvuvvvuvvvvv

Defendants.

DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE

COME NOW the Plaintiffs and hereby dismiss the Defendant,
LAFAYETTE LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY, a foreign

corporation, in the above cause without prejudice.

+4,
DATED this o<% day of May, 1986.

W.C. SELLERS, INC.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

By: 27;:;1 <~ 55i/.

* .‘ﬁﬂ
Karen L. Klng’07/ #10089

P.0. Box 1404
Sapulpa, Oklahoma 74067
918-224-5357




CERTIFICATE OF

MATILING

I hereby certify that on this

and correct
Prejudice was mailed, with
following:

J. Patrick Cremin
Vicki J. Limas

Attorneys at Law
HALL, ESTILL,

HARDWICK,
COLLINGSWORTH & NELSON

£
éy day of May, a tue

1986,

copy of the above and foregoing Dismissal Without

the proper postage thereon, to the

GABLE,

4100 Bank of Oklahoma Tower

One Williams Center
Tulsa, Okla. 74172

)
5
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FILED

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT HAY 29 1385
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHO
SCK C. SILYER, CLERK

ANTHONY J. WALLACE, US.WSTHCTCUURT

Plaintiff,

Vs, No. 85-C-645-B
GENERAL TIRE AND RUBBER
COMPANY, now known as
GENCORP., INC., an Ohio
corporation,

I ]

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

The above cause comes on for hearing upon the Application of
the plaintiff, Anthony J. Wallace, and his attorney of record for
a dismissal of the above and foregoing action as to the
defendant, General Tire Company now known as Gencorp, Inc., and
the Court, being well advised in the premises, FINDS that the
Order Of Dismissal should issue.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the above entitled cause, and
each claim thereof, be and the same is hereby dismissed upon the
merits and with prejudice to a future action as to the Fefendant
General Tire Company now known as Gencorp, Inc., each party to

bear its own costs.

¢

’day of ﬂ?‘tz, 1986.

7.
DATED this 29
§/ THOMAS R, bRIT

Thomas R. Brett
United States District Judge




APPROVED:

WILBURN & MASTERSON
2512-E 71st Street
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74136

(918) 4-0414
7\4/% Juth.

Ray 'H, W11burn :
Attorney for plaintiff

BAKER, BAKER & SMITH
2140 Liberty Tower

Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102
(405) 232-3487

Michael L. Bardrick
Attorney for defendant
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT .8 f'STiI
IN AND FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

STATE FARM MUTUAL AUTOMOBILE
INSURANCE COMPANY,

Plaintiff,

vs

DAVID ALAN ISELEY, RICHARD

BRINTON WILES, KIMBERLY ANN CLAPP,
ESTATE OF JASON MARSHALL, JEANNE

H. WILES, MR. TOM MARSHALL, MRS.

TOM MARSHALL, MR. KENNETH CLAPP, and
MRS. KENNETH CLAPP,

Defendants,

MR. KENNETH CLAPP, and MRS, KENNETH
CLAPP, as Father and Mother and next
friend for KIMBERLY ANN CLAPP,

Cross-Plaintiffs,

v
RICHARD BRINTON WILES, and his Mother, Case No.: 85-C-901-B
JEANNE H, WILES, and DAVID ALAN ISELEY,
and his Father and Mother, MR. DAVID
ISELEY, and MRS.DAVID ISELEY,

L B A i e i i il

Cross-Defendants.

r{}, ORDER

ON THIS ;21? day of /11§(yf , 1986, the above captioned matter
/

comes on before me the undersigned Judge of the District Court upon Application
to Dismiss Cross Complaint of cross-plaintiffs against cross-defendants. The
Court finds that said cross-complaint has been fully and finally resolved and
that this Application should be granted and the cross complaint of Kenneth
Clapp and Mrs. Kenneth Clapp, as father and mother of next friend for Kimberly

1




Ann Clapp be dismissed with prejudice.
IT IS THEREFORE, ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that cross complaint of

Kenneth Clapp and Mrs. Kenneth Clapp as father and mother and next friend for

Kimberly Ann Clapp be dismissed with prejudice. o
S/ THOMAS R. BRETT

JUDCE OF THE DISTRICT COURT

APPROVED AS TO FORM
)

/| lni) Moo
f/ff i r(/ / )
OHN D. HARRIS
Attorney for Cross Plaintiffs
Mr. Kenneth Clapp and Mrs. Kenneth
" Clapp, as father and mother and next

friend for Kimberly Ann Clapp

P

P
( /l‘-’%’ ‘
P 525’9’//_ g—/[&d

SCOTT T. KNOWLES

Attorney for Cross Defendants
Richard Brinton Wiles and his mother
Jeanne H, Wiles
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT Fnag f”[}
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA e Fire
HAY 29 185 5/
INTERCOASTAL PARTNERSHIP * 3,
a general partnership composed JACK ¢, SKVQ

CLre
SUDISVRICT LGSﬁfK

No. 85-~C-223-B ’/

of Intercoastal Leasing Corporatlon,

Ltd., its general and managing

partner, a California corporation,
Plaintiff,

VSs.

FRED R. ESCOTT,

i L

Defendant.

O RDER

This matter was initially filed on March 5, 1986. At the
initial status conference of August. 1, 1985, plaintiff's counsel -
represented to the Court that plaintiff had obtained service on
the defendant. At a status conference held six months later in
the case, on February 5, 1986, plaintiff's counsel admitted that
defendant had not yet “een served. The Court set a further
status conference on April 9, 1986. Plaintiff's counsel did not
appear at the April 9, 1986 status conference.

There being no return on service in this case after a year
of carrying the matter on the Court's docket, and in light of
plaintiff's counsel's failure to appear, this matter is hereby

dismissed, without prejudice, for failure to prosecute.

IT IS SO ORDERED this é? —day of May, 1986.

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT .
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA dAT 29

L'JC“LC:\ {'l: 5 .:. e CL[ZR;
i |L:nui CGUPT

BILLY M. FULTON and
BARBARA FULTON, Husband and Wife

-

Plaintiffsg,
VS, Case No. 86-~C-450 C
BILL W. BUSH, ARROW SPECIALTY
CO., an Oklahoma corporation;
NORTHERN GRQUP SERVICES, INC.,
a foreign corporation; MASCO
CORPORATION, a foreign
corporation; LAFAYETTE LIFE
INSURANCE COMPANY, a foreign

corporation; SHINGT :

Defendants.

vvvvvvvvuvvvvvvvvv

DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE

COME NOW the Plaintiffs and hereby dismiss the Defendant,
WASHINGTON NATIONAL INSURANCE COMPANY OF AMERICA, a foreign

corporation, in the above cause without prejudice.

DATED this c)?gfq day of May, 1986.

W.C. SELLERS, INC.
Attorneys for Plaintiffs

By: aq,ﬁ A{
Karen L. Klné 9BA #10089
P.0. Box 1404, .
Sapulpa, Oklahoma 74067
918—224—5357




and

Prejudice was mailed,

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that on this m&?‘ day of May, 1986,

following:

J. Patrick Cremin

Vicki J. Limas

Attorneys at Law

HALL, ESTILL, HARDWICK, GABLE,
COLLINGSWORTH & NELSON

4100 Bank of Oklahoma Tower
One Williams Center

Tulsa, Okla. 74172

a ftue

correct copy of the above and foregoing Dismissal Without
with the proper postage thereon, to the




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

J. C. WILLIAMS d/b/a J. C.'s
ROOFING & CONTRACTING COMPANY,

Plaintiff,
v, No. 85-C~500-E o
SOUTHWESTERN BELL YELLOW PAGES,
INC., SOUTHWESTERN BELL MEDIA,
INC., SOUTHWESTERN BELL
PUBLICATIONS, INC.,

L A e e

Defendants.

ORDER QF DISMISSAL

NOW ON THIS ?gﬂﬁ day of Lﬂ@&y/ , 1986, upon the
U

written application of the parties for a Dismissal with
Prejudice of the Complaint and all causes of action, the Court
having examined said Application, finds that said parties have
entered into a compromise settlement covering all claims
involved in the Complaint with prejudice to any future action,
The Court being fully advised in the premises finds that said
Complaint should be dismissed pursuant to said Application.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that the Complaint and all causes of action of the plaintiff
filed herein against defendants be and the same hereby are
dismissed with prejudice to any future action. All parties

shall bear their own costs and fees.

87 JAMES ©. ELLisON

JAMES O. ELLISON
JUDGE, DISTRICT COURT OF THE
UNITED STATES, NORTHERN DISTRICT
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APPROVALS:

DAN T, FOLEY, OBA

800 N. Harvey, Rﬁ“ggg
Okla. City, OK 73102
405/236 6757

1717 East 15th"Streft
Tulsa, OK 74104
Telephone: 918/747-5159
ATTORNEY FOR PLAINTIFF
J. C, WILLIAMS




IN THE UNITED STAv«S LISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DIsSTRICT OF GFLAHOCMA -
THOMAS E., BLACKWELL AND BEVERLY C.
BLACKWELL, TRUSTEES OF THE BEVERLY
JEAN CRAWFORD BLACKWELL TRUST,
UNDER TRUST INDENTURE DATED AUGUST
18, 1982,

Plaintiffs,

vs, Caze No, 85-C-578-E
TRINITY RIVER THOROUGHBREDS, INC.,
WILLIAM H., JOINER, JR., RICKY
CUNDIFF, AND CHRIS MASTERSON,

L R L A e i T g

Defendants.

AGREED JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

On this Iﬁﬂ'day of May, 1986, the Plaintiff having filed the
captioned cause and Defendants, Trinity River Thoroughbreds,
Inc., ("Trinity River"), William H. Joiner, Jr., ("Joiner'"), and
Chris Masterson ("Masterson"™), choosing not to further contest
the allegations of the Complaint, have agreed to have judgment
taken against said Defendants in accordance with the terms and
conditions set forth im the Stipulation by and between the
Plaintiff and said Defendants filed herein on May 5, 1986,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that:

1. That each and c¢very allegation of the Complaint set
forth in paragraphs 1 through 71, inclusive, is true and correct
with respect to Defendants, Trinity River and Jeiner.

2. That Defendants Trinity River, Jeoiner and Masterson are
jointly and severally liable for the violation of the Oklzhona
Securities Act, 71 0.S. §301 and §408(1)(a).

3. That the liability of Masterson was not the recult of

any intentional or willful act as Secretary/Treasurer of Trinity




River, or individually, but that his actions were unintentional
as they pertain to him individually or through his corporate
capacity.

4, That Trinity River and Joiner are jointly and severally
liable for the violation of the Texas Securities Act, Tex. Civ.
Stat. Art. 581.7 33A(1) and 33F,

5. That T;inity River and Joiner are jointly and severally
liable for the violation of Section 12(2) of the Securities Act
of 1933, 15 U.S5.C., §77{(1)(2}.

6. That Trinity River and Joiner are jointly and severally
liable for the wviolation of the Cklalioma Securities Act, 71 0.8.
§408(aj{2).

7. That Trinity River and Jciner are jointly and severally
liable for the violaticm of the Texas Securities Act, Tex. Civ.
Stat. Art. 581.33A(2).

8. That as a result of the feoregoing, Trinity River,
Joiner and Masterson are jointly and severally liable to the
Plaintiff for actual damages in the amount of §102,548.08,
together with pre-judgment interest at the rate of ten percent
(10%2) running from August 28, 1980, all court costsg and other
costs associated with the bringing of this action and a
reasonable attorney's fee in the amount of Ten Thousand Dollars
($10,000.00), together with pest-judgment interest thereom at the
lawful rate from date of judicial demand until paid.

9. That Trinity River and Jciner, only, are jeintly and
severally 1liable for punitive dameges in the total =zum of One

Hundred Thousand Dollars ($100,000.00) to the Plaintiff.

[
|




IT 1S THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJULGED AMD DECREED that the
Flaintiff should be and is hereby awarded judgment against
Trinity River, Joiner and Masterson in the total amount of One
Hundred Two Thousand Five Hundred Forty FEight Dollars and Eight
Cents ($102,548.08), together with interest at the statutory
rate, the cost of this action and a reasonable attorney's fee,

IT I3 FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff should be and is hereby awarded judgment against the
Pefendants Trinity River and Joiner for punitive damages in the

amount of One Hundred Thousand Dollars ($100,000.00).

S/ JAMES Q. ELLISON

APFROVED:

LEVINSON & SMITH,
Attorneys for Plaintiff

By Qb D Do
(i} FREY G. LEVINSON

OBA NO. 10093

Zel )

R. KEITH JENRIRGS Q

Attorney for Defendants,
Trinity River Thorcughbreds,
Ine., William H. Joiner, Jr.,
and Chris Masterson




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT CF OKLAHOMA

DWIGHT F, ROBINSCH,

}
)
Piaintiff, )

)
Vs, ) Case No. 86-C-6-F

) al A
OTIS R. BOWEN, M.D., Secretary of ) SN S
Health and Human Services for the ) H 7
United States of America, % fﬁﬁyﬁgj EBB

)

Def endant.

ORDER

Upon the Motion to Remand for Reconsideration of the
Flaintiff, Dwight F, Robinson, the Defendant, the Secretary of
Health and Human Services, having failed to contest the
récquested remand of the Plaintiff, and for good cause shown,
pursuant to the Social Security Disability Benefits Reform Act
of 1984 and 42 U.S.C. Section 405(g), it is hereby ORDERED that

this case be remanded to the fecretary for readjudication.

DATED thig :%ﬁh' day of w_AJJQQ§ ,,,,,,,,,, r 1986.

-8 JAME& O. ELUSON- oo

UNITED STATES DI ICT JUDGE

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:

ffxt~{,//L‘ 7 ne

i T . A S

KURT M. KENNEDY J
Attorney for Plaintiff




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

o

UNITED STATES OF AMERICa,

-
oo
-

&

Plaintiff,

)
)
)
)
vs. )
)
JAMES B, BERRY, }

)

)

Defendant. CIVIL ACTION NO. 86-C-367-F

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this fzﬁ{b’day
of May, 1986, the Plaintiff appearing by Layn R, Phillips,
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Phil Pinnell, Assistant United States Attorney, and the
Defendant, James B. Berry, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, James B. Berry, acknowledged
receipt of Summons ang Complaint on April 24, 1986. The time
within which the Defendant could have answered or otherwise
moved as to the Complaint has expired and has not been extended.
The Defendant has not answered or otherwise moved, and default
has been entered by the Clerk of this Court. Plaintiff is
entitled to Judgment as a matter of law.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that

the Plaintiff have and recover judgment against the Defendant,

40 W b e e -




James B. Berry, for the principal sum of $751.27, plus interest
after judgment at the current legal rate of (03&’ percent per

annum until paid, plus costs of this action.

5/ JAMES O. ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

THE CROSBY GROUP, INC.,
a Minnesota corporation,

Plaintiff,

BIRDSBORO CORPORATION,

)
)
)
)
)
V. ) Civil Action No. 86-C-143 E
)
)
a Pennsylvania corporation, )

)

)

Defendant.
ORDER

NOW THEN on this ’}?{' day of May, 1986 there comes before
the Court for its attention the Plaintiff's dismissal of the

above-styled and captioned cause without prejudice.

The Court, having reviewed its file, and being fully advised
of the premises herein, hereby dismisses the above-styled and

captioned cause without prejudice.

IT IS SO ORDERED,

S O. ELLISON
James O. Ellison
Judge of the U. S. District Court




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

THE ANDERSON GROUP, formerly
Anderson Safeway Guardrail Corp.,

Plaintiff,

Vs, Case No. 85-C-988-F

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
SUN BELT GUARD RAIL, INC.; WASHITA )
CONSTRUCTION COMPANY; AMERICAN )
CASUALTY OF READING; KOSS CON- )
)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

STRUCTION COMPANY; UNITED PACIFIC S A
INSURANCE; STATES CONSTRUCTION e
COMPANY; U.S. FIDELITY and [Fh .,
GUARANTEE COMPANY; HASKELL-LEMON IRIRCI I ¥ 47

CONSTRUCTION COMPANY: and NATIONAL
FIRE INSURANCE OF HARTFORD,

Defendants.
ORDER DISMISSING WITH PREJUDICE

DEFENDANTS, HASKELL-LEMON CONSTRUCTON
COMPANY AND NATIONAL FIRE INSURANCE OF HARTFORD

IT IS ORDERED that Plaintiff's Motion to Dismiss with Preju-
dice Defendants', Haskell-Lemon Construction Company and National
Fire Insurance of Hartford, is hereby granted and these Defendants

are hereby dismissed with prejudice.

DATED this jk@“* day of Jﬂﬂ;YQr , 1986,
4]

S/ JAMES O. ELLISON
JAMES O. ELLISON

United States District Judge




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT R ;i
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA R

W. KENNETH SHIELDS,

S
e

Plaintiff,

Vs, Case No. 86-C-10-E
C & J EMERGENCY SERVIES, INC.,
an Oklahoma corporation, angd
C & J EMERGENCY SERVICES OF
ROGERS COUNTY, INC., an
Oklahoma corporation,

Defendant.

COMES NOW the Plaintiff and hereby dismisses the

above cause with prejudice.

DATED this Z%/ day ofL7LQ7 , 1986,
. <7
. Al ) SAUei D

W. KENNETH SHIELDS

T b ot b b £ A
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IN THE UNITED

STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

CITY OF TULSA, OKLAHOMA ,
& municipal corporation,

Plaintiff,
Vs,

CARROTHERS CONSTRUCTION Co,,
INC,, g foreign corporation,
~and FIDELITY AND DEPOSIT
COMPANY OF MARYLAND, 4
foreign corporation,

Defendants.

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL - TN SHCS T A

No. 85-C-1006-B

COME NOW the parties

in the above-entitied lawsuit, by

and stipulate that this cause is

hereby dismissed with prejudice pursuant to Rule 41(a)(1l) of the

Federa] Rules of Civil Procedure.

CITY OF TULSA, OKLAHOMA
& municipal corporation

Neal E. MeNeill
City Attorney

By: [/
Martha Ru p'Larter

Assistant City Attorney
200 Civie Center, Room 314
Tulsa, OK 74103

(918) 592-7717

CARROTHERS CONSTRUCTION
©., INC. and FIDELITY
AND DEPOSITY COMPANY
OF MARYL

en K., Miller
Miller & Bash, Pp.C.
4310 Madison Avenue
Kansas City, MO 6411
(816) 531-0755

Attorney for Defendants
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE || } Lj
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LA G
IN RE: HAY 28 1325

1A o rrry
KENNETH E. TUREAUD, a/k/a bﬁ% e =ihfbgh%§ﬁ

KENNETH E. TUREAUD, d/b/a
SAKET PETROLEUM COMPANY, a/k/a
KENNETH E. TUREAUD, d/b/a
KESAT, a/k/a SAKET PETROLEUM
COMPANY
Debtor,
R. DOBIE LANGENKAMP, Trustee No. 85-C-100~B
Plaintiff,
vl

OKLAHOMA NATIONAL BANK,

Defendant.

T N Nt N Vit Nt Mt St Mt M Nt Nt St Yt ot Nt P S i

Comes now before the Court Appellant Oklahoma National
Bank's appeal from the final judgment of the Bankruptcy Court
entered on January 23, 1985 in Case No. 82-01269, Adversary No.
84-0134. The Plaintiff below brought this action in the Bank-
ruptcy Court to recover an alleged preferential transfer under
Title 11 U.S.C. § 547. The evidence shows that on March 17,
1980, the Debtor owned a certain jet commander aircraft which was
pledged as collateral to secure a promissory note in the amount
of $400,000.00, as evidenced by a Security Agreement dated March
17, 1980, in favor of Penn Square National Bank. Oklahoma
National Bank purchased this note and security agreement from the
FDIC, the Receiver of Penn Square, on July 8, 1982, and succeeded
to the rights of Penn Square under the note,. During the 90 days

prior to the filing of the case, Debtor made two payments on the




promissory note totaling $58,631.88. After the above payments
were made the ending principal balance on the note was
$285,605.02. The sole issue in the Bankruptcy Court on this
matter was whether the Defendant was an under-secured creditor.
The answer to that question depends upon the value of the
airplane in September and October of 1982. The trial court
determined that on October 15, 1982 the value of the aircraft was
$275,000.00. Oklahoma National Bank now appeals from this
determination., The Bankruptcy Judge's decision must be affirmed
absent this Court's finding that such decision was clearly
erroneous, Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 52(a), Bankruptcy
Rules 8013.

Having reviewed the briefs on appeal and the transcript of
the proceedings in the Bankruptcy Court, this Court finds that
the determination of the Bankruptcy Court regarding the value of
the airplane on October 15, 1982 is not clearly erroneous. The
evidence presented by the Trustee clearly established that the
fair market value for the airplane in March, 1983, was $265,000.00
and the fair market value in December of 1983 was $245,000.00.
Tne actual sale price of the plane, $245,000.00, is in fact
probative or some evidence of the plane's value at a prior point
in time. The Trustee testified that from the date of his
appointment he took custody of the aircraft and oversaw 1its
service and maintenance, The Court could reasonably conclude
that the condition of the aircraft had not substantially deteri-
orated from the period of November, 1982 through December, 1983
when it was sold. The evidence further indicated that there was

- 2 -




an extensive amount of repair work that needed to be done on the
plane. It was estimated that such repairs would cost in excess
of $100,000.00.

Defendant's expert stated that he referred to the aircraft
price digest, the "blue book"™ of the airplane trade, in determ-
ining the value of the Tureaud aircraft. He referred to the Fall
1982 edition which was marked on the cover "received August 23,
1982"., The Court therefore concludes that the prices reflected
in the Fall blue book were set somewhat in advance of August 23,
1982. The Court further notes that the Penn Square Bank col-
lapsed in early July 1982. Therefore, the prices in the blue
book reflect prices before or around the collapse of the Penn
Square Bank. The Court finds that in view of the rapid decline
in the private aircraft market, the extensive and costly repairs
required by the Tureaud plane, the two fixed market prices in
March and December of 1983 and the condition of the aircraft
under the care of the Trustee, the Bankruptcy Court's method of
determining the value of the aircraft as of October 1982 was not
clearly erroneous. While it may not have been a fail-proof
method, it was certainly rational. The Court further finds that
the Appellant was not denied a fair trial before the Bankruptcy
Court by that Court's pointing out that it felt the credibility
of the airplane digest guide was questionable and by inviting
further comment on that issue. Finally, the Court finds that the
proper date to fix the value of the collateral under Title 11, §
547 is October 15, 1982, the commencement of the case in Bank-

ruptcy.




It is therefore Ordered that the final decision of the
Bankruptcy Court be and is hereby affirmed.

2
It is s0 Ordered this 47855 " day of May, 1986.

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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JUDGMENT ON JURY VERDICT
United States District Court R ¢

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

JEAN C. BLEVINS and

CIVIL ACTION
JACKSON J. BLEVINS FILE NO. ’ 86-C~374~C

LAE

LEWIS RESEARCH LABS CO., INC.
and JEWEL COMPANIES, INC.

.
o
en
.c‘ ’L‘ — “‘.3.-3
S-S~
=440 raE
Ay [ H
o O
. . . . — :
This action came on for trial before the Court and a jury, Honorable H. DALE COOX eI ID aam
@ 5 ke’

. =t

. United States Distdtludge, presiding.
=

The issues having been duly tried and the jury having duiy rendered its verdict, it is ordered and adjudged

that the Plaintiffs take nothing and that judgment be entered in
favor of the Defendants and against the Plaintiffs, and that the

Defendants recover of the Plaintiffs their costs of this action.

—_— ke KA 2 72777
Dated ar JewkS#, & tis gt day
of May .19 86,

Clerk of Count
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT CT e
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA VIV nn s
Girid &, . i:ij.’_}
HENRY A. FRENCH and “Q%ﬂf@ﬂﬂﬁ%%gbg$ﬁ
CHRISTINE S. FRENCH, e

Plaintiffs,
vs. Case No. 85-C-1026C

LIFE INSURANCE COMPANY OF
THE SOUTHWEST,

i i I el T N R

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

On this 2'/ day of _ ‘/yiv., » 1986, upon written

application of the parties for an order of dismissal with prejudice

of the complaint and all causes of action, the Court, having examined
said application, finds that said parties have entered into a com-
promise settlement covering all claims involved in the complaint
and have requested the Court to dismiss the complaint with prejudice
to any future action, and the court, being fully advised in the
premises, finds that said complaint should be dismissed; it is,
therefore,

ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED by the Court that the complaint
and all causes of action of the Plaintiffs filed herein against the
Defendant be and the same are hereby dismissed with prejudice to

any further action.

s/H. DALE COOK
H. DALE COOK, JUDGE

AR A ATk . . 1 58 e e e
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA . 28 L?ﬁ
e
e o HyTTL.CLERK
WILLIAM H. and FAY N. AUDLEY, denﬁgﬁﬁCTCDURT

Plaintiffs,

Civil Action
File No. 85-C-752-C

vVS.

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

L i T L g

Defendant.

ORDER ALLOWING DISMISSAL ON PLAINTIFFS' MOTION

Upon Plaintiffs' Motion for leave to discontinue this action
its is ordered that the Complaint be dismissed without prejudice,
with costs to defendant; and as a conditions of dismissal it is
further ordered unless and until the costs are paid by the
Plaintiff, no Eurthér or other action shall be brought by the

Plaintiff against the Defendant on the same claim for relief.

s/H. DALE COOK

JUDGE

PROVED TO\ FORME

(z.ﬂ 0& A AL“A AT

Johp J.|Diving&to -
At

rney for Plaintiffs
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JUDGMENT ON JURY VERDICT
United States District Court ™" ° NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

BRENDA M. GRANT,

CIVIL ACTION
Plaintiff FILE NO.

Vs. :

|

- ; ‘—‘:‘;'.—:li

—tln)

SKAGGS ALPHA BETA -
ﬁefendant.

K
!
B
2
1
L3
-

b
!
8¢ A

3
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‘;
|
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This action came on for trial before the Court and a jury, Honorable H. DALE COOK

» United States District Judge, presiding
The issues having been duly tried and the Jury having duly rendered its verdict. it is ordered and adjudged

that the Plaintiff take nothing and that judgment be entered in fawor
of the Defendant and against the Plaintiff, and that the Defendant

recover of the plaintiff their costs of this action.

Dated at Tulsa, Oklahoma

, this Zf%
. 1986,

of  May

day

lerk of Court




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA i3 | | E D
INTERSOUTH SPORTS MANAGEMENT CORP., e 9ES
an Oklahoma corporation,
and LARRY T. JOHNSON, an Jack C. Silver, Clerk

individual, U, S. DISIRICT COURT

Plaintiffs,
vS. Case NO. 86—Cf2C
GEORGE "BUSTER" RHYMES, '

Defendant.

i L " I

DISMISSAL R

[SERP=-
COMES NOW the Plaintiff, Larry T. Johnson, by aﬁ@%ﬁhrough
of
=72
his undersigned counsel, and dismisses his individual c&use of

action and claims against the Defendant, without prejudice.

VonDrehle & Associates
Attorneys for Plaintiff
Larry T. Johnson

Do b Dl L

Mary/ E. VonDrehle

2431 East 51st Street
Suite 701

Tulsa, Gklahoma 74105
918/742-7811

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that on this‘g?ﬂl day of May, 1986, a true
and correct copy of the abowve and foregoing instrument was
deposited in the U. S. Mails with sufficient postage affixed
thereon, to Mr. Grey W. Satterfield, Kornfield, Franklin &
Phillips, 301 N.W. 63rd, Suite 600, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma

| bl Bl

Mary F. VonDrehle




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT KAY 27 135
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA L o

JACHK @.ggﬂER.CLERH
JAMES F. RANEY and U.S. BISTRICT COURT

DONNA RANEY,

Plaintiffs,

No. 85-C-753-C
vs.

BURLINGTON NORTHERN RAILROAD
COMPANY,

T St S it anlt Val gl Yt Vot ‘mgt St

Defendant.

ORDER
Upon stipulation of the parties and for good cause shown,
plaintiffs' causes of action against the defendant are hereby

dismissed with prejudice to the refiling of such actions.

A
o DE
IT IS SO ORDERED this _J 3  day of aer <y , 1986,
' 7

(Signed) H. Dale Cook
United states District Judge

86-712TN/404




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE * ™™

ucp

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF THE STATE OF OKLAHOMA: L bue 5F

lif 27 s

) e B EVER CLERY

HENRY G. SCHOFIELD, ) VS L5 TRIeT Bo0RT
Plaintiff, )
)
)

VS, ) NO. 86-C-168-C
)
SPANO CRANE SALES & SERVICE, CORP., )
: Defendant. }
)
ORDER

Upon the application of the plaintiff it is ordered that this cause be

dismissed without prejudice,

ISigned) H. Dale Cook
JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT CTOURT
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

ROBERT L. SCHWARTZ,

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
FILED
JAMES R. BLAKEMORE, an )
individual, g 114 171988
Plaintiff, .
taint ; Jach C. Silver, Clerk
vs. ; No. 84-C-293-E  {J, 8 DISIRICT COURT
)
)
)

Defendant.
JUDGMENT

This action came on for Jury trial before the Court,
Honorable James O. Ellison, District Judge, presiding, and at the
conclusion of Plaintiff's evidence, Defendant Robert L. Schwartz
moved for directed verdict on Plaintiff's claims, which the Court
finds should be sustained as to Plaintiff's claims for breach of
contract and conversion. At the conclusion of Defendant's
evidence, Defendant moved for a directed verdict on Plaintiff's
securities claim, which the Court finds should be sustained.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Defendant
Schwartz's motions for directed verdict be and are hereby
Sustained, The action is therefore dismissed, and Defendant
Schwartz is awarded his costs of the action.

DATED this ;LS:Z-day of May, 1986,

JAMES /&, ELLTSON
UNIT STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




5C

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAE!QM;\ L E P

UTICA NATIONAL BANK & TRUST
CO., a national banking
corporation, as special
administrator of the estate
of Robert Andre Lemoal,
deceased,

oY T ee
n
ST coukr
Plaintiff,
vs. No. 85-C-644~E
BEEBE INTERNATIONAL, INC.,
a Washington corporation,

and KITO CORPORATION, a
Japanese corporation,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Defendants.

ORDER

This case is now before the Court for consideration of the
motions of Defendant Beebe International, Inc. ("Beebe") and Kito
Corporation ("Kito") to dismiss for 1lack of in personam
Jurisdiction.

There is no dispute concerning the facts which are relevant
to a determination of in personam jurisdietion. Utica National
Bank & Trust Co. is serving as special administrator of the
estate of Robert Andre Lemoal ("Lemoal™) who died when he fell
from a drilling platform located in the ocean off the coast of
Saudi Arabia after a chain on an air chain hoist broke, dropping
a thirty-eight ton blow-out preventor onto the wellhead platform
where he was working. At the time, Lemoal was employed by
Loffland Brothers Co., which is located in Tulsa, Oklahoma. The

air chain hoist was manufactured by Beebe in Seattle, Washington




using a chain supplied to Beebe in Seattle, Washington by Kito.
Loffland ordered the air chain hoist by making an inquiry with a
Texas company, Manufacturer's Agency, Ine. Manufacturer's Agency
sent a price quote to Loffland Brothers on Beebe statioconary,
Loffland ordered the air chain hoist from Mid-Continent Supply
Co., another Texas corporation, as directed by Manufacturer's
Agency. Beebe then sold the air chain hoist to its distributor,
Mid-Continent Supply Co., who shipped the hoist to Houston, Texas
where it was taken by sea cab to Saudi Arabia. At the time of
the sale, during the latter half of 1981 and inte early 1982,
Beebe had no distributors for its produets in the State of
Cklahoma.

Both Beebe and Kito contend that they have insufficient
contacts with the State of Oklahoma to satisfy the minimum

contacts rule established in International Shoe Co. V.

.Mashington, 326 U.S. 310, 66 S.Ct. 154, 90 L.Ed. 95 (1945), and

further refined in World-Wide Volkswagen Corp. v. Woodson, 441

U.S. 286, 100 S.Ct. 559, 62 L.Ed.2d 490 (1980).

Plaintiff contends that Defendants have sufficient contact
with the State of Oklahoma to satisfy the minimum contacts rule
because Beebe delivers its products into the stream of commerce
with the expectation that they will be purchased by consumers in
Oklahoma, and because Kito, in supplying component parts to
Beebe, intended that its products be delivered in as broad a

market as possible. Plaintiff ecites Asahi Metal Industries Co.

v. Superior Court, 720 P.2d 543 (Ca. 1985) in support of this

argument. However Asahi is distinguishable from the case now




before the Court because it was established in Asahi that
defendant Asahi had supplied parts to a tube manufacturer that
sold twenty percent of its American sales in the State of
California. Thus, it was clear that Asahi was serving the
California market. In this case, no evidence was presented to
this Court that either Beebe or Kito delivered their products
"into the stream of commerce with the expectation that they will
be purchased by consumers in the forum state" as of the time of
the sale of the air chain hoist to Loffland. Under the
undisputed facts set out above, Beebe's sale to Loffland Brothers
of the air chain hoist was an isolated transaction which was not

even solicited by Beebe. Therefore, under World-Wide Volkswagen,

Plaintiff has failed to establish the minimum contacts necessary
to satisfy due process.

Under 28 U.S.C. § 1404(a) the Court may, in the interest of
justice, transfer any eivil aection to any other districet or
division where it might have been brought. The Court is
satisfied that the action could have originally been brought in
the United States District Court for the Western District of
Washington because that is the State in which Beebe is located{
and that 1is the site at which Kito supplied materials to Beebe.
Due to the gravity of the allegations made against the Defendants
in this action, the Court believes that it is just to transfer
this action rather than simply dismissing it and requiring the
Plaintiff to undergo the expense and difficulty of refiling the
action and reserving the Defendants.

Accordingly, this case is transferred in its entirety to the




————————— e e e i [ -

United States Distriect Court for the Western Distriet of

Washington.
DATED this Qé‘?’day of May, 1986.

ﬁwn44<DQZ£u&4ugkL#__ﬁ_
JAMES 0// ELLISON

UNITED “STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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CERTIFICATION OF JUDGMENT 781 Vi ~ 1 Lcrwl

United States BDistrict Court 17271986

FOR THE Jack G, Sitver, Clerk
EASTERN DISTRICT OF LOUISIAWA G S DISTRICT COURT

CIVIL ACTION FiLE NO. 85-.5392
Section "I"
U~ 12C3 -
va. JUDGMENT
OKIE STEEL, INC. d/b/a OKIE
ENTERPRISES, ET AL

IKON WORKERS MID-SOUTH PENSICN I'UND

CERTIFICATION OF JUDGMENT FOR
REGISTRATION IN ANOTHER DISTRICT

I, .  Loretta G. Whyte . . . » Clerk of the United States District Court for

Eastern District of __Louisiana

_________ T e ey

the .

do hereby certify the annexed to be a true and correct copy of the original judgment entered in the

above entitled action on . S » 88 it appears of record in my office,

and that

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOQF, I hereunto subscribe my name and i#ffix the sea) of the said

Court this 2274 dayof May ... ... ,19.86

Loretia G. Whyt w“
. ke v, Clerk

N - %(—;_(;?c_(j_:-wfd;hg‘?.& ‘;—;‘;’;“(:—‘,
By . SIS it f

coccenee.. Deputy Clerk

i 1

* When no notice of appeal from the judgment has been filed, insert “no notice of appeal from the said judgment
has been filed in my office and the time for appeal commenced to run on [insert date] upon the entry of [If ne motion
of the character described in Rule 73(a) F.R.C.P. was filed, here insert ‘the judgment’, otherwise describe the
nature of the crder from the entry of which time for appeal is computed under that rule.] If an appeal was taken,
insert “a notice of appea) from the said judgment was filed in my office on [insert date] and the judgment was
affirmed by mandate of the Court of Appeals issued [insert dafe]” or “a notice of appeal from the said judgment
was filed in my oflice on [insert date] and the appeal was dismissed by the [insert ‘Court of Appeals’ or ‘District

Court'} on [insert dats]”, as the case may be.
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UNTTED STATES DISTRICT COURT . APR 2 &

FASTERN DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA ' :
LORETTA G. WHYT= -
IRON WORKERS MID-SOUTH RIS :

PENSION FUND, ET AL , CIVIL ACTIUN e
VERSUS : NO. B5-5392

OKIE STEEL, INC. d/b/a OKIE SECTION "™IM
ENTERPRISES, ET AL MAG. 4

DEFAULT JUDGMENT ORDER

On motion of Plaintiffs, [RON WORKERS MID-SOUTH PENSION
FUND, MID-SOUTH IRON WORKERS WELFARE FUND, and IRON WORKERS LOCAL
5g4 APPRENTICESHIP TRAINING TRUST FUND, appearing herein through
undersigned counsel, 1t appearing from record that Defendants,
Okie Steel, Inc. d/b/a Ukie Enterprises and'Bill J. Leathers
d/b/a Okie Enterprises have been served with process and have
failed to plead or otherwise defend, and Entry of Default having
been made against said Defendants on January 27, 1986, the Court
in conformity with Rule 55(b) (2} of the Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure, directs that a default judgment issue 1in favor of the
Iron Workers Mid-South Pension Fund, biid=-South Iron Workers
Welfare Fund and Iron Workers Local 5B4 Apprenticeship Training
Trust Fund, in the following particulars:

[T IS HEREBY DRDERED, ADJULGED AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff IRON WORKERS MID-SOUTH PENSION FUND have and recover
from the Defendants Okie.Steel, Inc. d/b/a Okie Enterprises and
Bill J. Leathers d/b/a Okie Enterprises the sum of $6,625.19 as

principal delinquencies covering the period November 1, 1984 -

November 3G, 1985, P
T TR e (2 v




[T IS5 HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
the Plaintiff MID-SOUTH IRUN WURKERS WELFARE FUND does have and
recover from the Defendants Okie Steel, Inc. d/b/a Okie
Enterprises and Bill J. Leathers d/b/a Okie Enterprises the sum
of $5,885.45 as principal delinquencies covering the perioaod
VNovember 1, 1984 - November 30, 1985.

I'T IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
Plaintiff IKON WORKERS LOCAL SB4 APPRENTICESHIP TRAINING TRUST
FUND does have and recovef from the Defendants Okie Steel, Inc.
d/b/a Ukie Enterprises and Bill J. Leathers d/b/a Dkie
Enterprises the sum of $584.79% as principal agelinquencies
covering the period November 1, 1984 - November 30, 1985,

IT iS HEREBY FURTHER GROERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
Plaintiffs IRON WORKERS MID-SOUTH PENSION FUND, MID-SOUTH IRON
. WORKERS WELFARE FUND and IRON WORKERS LUCAL 564 APPRENTICESHIP
TRAINING TRUST FUND recover collectively from the Defendants Okie
Steel, Inc. d/b/a Okie Enterprises and Bill J. Leathers d/b/a
Okie Enterprises the sum of $515.28 as interest at 12% per annum
through December 31, 1985 and the sum of $9,237.44 as liquidated
damages at 1U%,

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDEKED, ADJUDGLED AND DFCREED that
Plaintiffs, TRON WORKERS MID-SOUTH PENSION FUND, MID-SOUTH IRON
WORKERS WELFARE FUND and TRON WORKERS LOCAL 584 APPRENTICESHIP

TRAINING TRUST FUND recover collectively from Defendants Ckie




Steel, Inc. d/b/a Okie Enterprises and Bill J. Leathers d/b/a
Okie Enterprises the sum of $1,975.00 as attorney's fees and
costs expended in this action,

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER URDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
Plaintiffs are entitled to the legal rate of interest from the
date of this judgment until paid.

[T IS HEKEBY FURTHER URDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
this Court retain jurisdiction of this matter for purposes of
ensuring such further payments are made. Plaintiffs are hereby
granted execution for the amounts set out in this Order.

JUDGMENT RENDERED AND SIGNED, this A [ day of

/24L¢y14i,., 1981&, at New Orleans, Louisiana.
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FI1LED
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA f"“f 7 19686

Jack C. Silver, Clerk
U. 8. DISTRICT COURT

WAYNE H. CREASY,
Plaintiff,
vs. No. 85-C-847-E

CENTENNIAL LIFE INSURANCE
COMPANY,

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

ON this éé:ﬂd day of /qLdAJ » 1986, upon the written appli-

cation of the parties for a Dlsmlssal with Prejudice of the Complaint
and all causes of action, the Court having examined said application,
finds that said parties have entered into a compromise settlement
covering all claims involved in the Complaint and have requested the
Court to dismiss said Complaint with pfejudice to any future action,
and the Court being fully advised in the premises, finds that said
Complaint should be dismissed pursuant to said application.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that
the Complaint and all causes of action of the Plaintiff filed herein
against the Defendant be and the same‘hareby is dismissed with prejudice

to any future action.

S/ JAMES O. ELLISON

JUDGE, DISTRICT COURT OF THE UNITED
STATES, NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

APPROVALS:

C, g;f%i;féRle ..l~
2- -, ¢ ; ) "&3_ )

Attorney for the Plaintiff




ALFRED B. KNIGHT

Attorney for the Defendant




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAROMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

FILED

)
)
Plaintif . o
TRELEE, ) 7198
Vs, ) .
. . ; Jack C. Silver, Clerk
RICHARD "DRAGON GREEN, |3TR|C cmm'l'
MONICA GREEN, COUNTY TREASURER, ) U.8.0 T
Tulsa County, Oklahoma, }
BOARD OF COUNTY COMHISSIONERS, )
Tulsa County, Oklahoma, )
)
Defendants, ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 85-C-520-EF

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

This matter comes on for consideration this Zé day
of /?52¢§: + 1986, Plaintiff appearing by Layn R. Phillips,
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Phil Pinnell, Assistant United States Attorney; the
Defendants, County Treasurer, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, and Board
of County Commissioners, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, appearing by
Susan K. Morgan, Assistant District Attorney, Tulsa County,
Oklahoma; and the Defendants, Richard "Dragon" Green and Monica
Green, appearing not.

The Court having examined the file and being fully
advised finds that the Defendants, County Treasurer and Board of
County Commissioners, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, acknowledged
receipt of Summons and Complaint on May 30, 1985; and the
Defendant, Richard "Dragon® Green was served with Summons and

Complaint on September 9, 1985,




The Court further finds that the Defendants, County
Treasurer, and Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa County,
Oklahoma, filed their answers on June 20, 1985; and the
Defendant, Richard "Dragon™ Green, has failed to answer and his
default has been entered by the Clerk of this Court on March 3,
1986.

The Court further finds that the Bank of Oklahoma, a
National Bank, was erroneously included in the style of the case
on several of the pleadings filed herein. Said bank was never
Joined as a party defendant in this action and any reference to
said bank in the style of the case on any pleadings filed herein
should be disregarded.

The Court further finds that the Defendant, Monica
Green, was served by publication. The Court finds that Plaintiff
has caused to be obtained an evidentiary affidavit from Guaranty
Abstract Company, a corporation, a bonded abstractor, as to the
last address of Monica Green which affidavit was filed herein on
December 31, 1985; that the necessity and the sufficiency of
Plaintiff's due diligence search with respect to ascertaining the
name and address of the Defendant, Monica Green, was then
determined by the Court conducting an evidentiary hearing on the
sufficiency of the service by publication to comply with due
process of law. From the evidence, the Court finds that the
Plaintiff, United States of America, and its attorney, Phil
Pinnell, Assistant United States Attorney, appearing for Layn R.
Phillips, United States Attorney for the Northern District of

Oklahoma, has fully exercised due diligence in ascertaining the




true name and identity of the party served by publication, with
her present or last known place of residence and/or mailing
address.

The Court further finds that Plaintiff and its
attorneys have fully complied with all applicable guidelines and
due process of law in connection with obtaining service by
publication. Therefore, the Court approves and confirms that the
service by publication is sufficient to confer jurisdiction upon
this Court to enter the relief sought by the Plaintiff, both as
to the subject matter and the Defendant served by publication.

The Court finds that this is one of the classes of
cases in which service by publication may be had and that the
Court's order for service by publication has been published in
the Tulsa Daily Business & Legal Record, a newspaper authorized
by law to publish legal notices, printed in Tulsa County,
Oklahoma, a newspaper of general circulation in Tulsa County,
State of Oklahoma, for six (6) consecutive weeks commencing on
March 4, 1986 and ending on April 8, 1986, by which said
Defendant, Monica Green, was notified to answer the Complaint
filed herein within 20 days after such publication, as more fully
appears from the verified proof of such publication by the
printer and publisher of said Tulsa Daily Business Journal s
Legal Record filed herein on April 23, 1986.

The Court finds that the Defendant, Monica Green, has

failed to answer and her default has been entered by the Clerk of

this Court on ,/D - - , 1986,




The Court finds that this is a suit for a money
judgment and foreclosure of a mortgage on real property located
within the Northern District of Oklahoma more particularly
described as follows:

Lot Fourteen (14), Block (14), VALLEY VIEW

ACRES ADDITION to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa

County, State of Oklahoma, according to the

Recorded Plat thereof.

The Court further finds that on March 14, 1983, Richard
"Dragon" Green and Monica Green executed and delivered to United
States of America, acting on behalf of the Administrator of
Veterans Affairs, their mortgage note in the amount of
$25,750.00, payable in monthly installments, with interest
thereon at the rate of twelve (12) percent per annum.

The Court further finds that as security for the
payment of the above described mortgage note, Richargd "Dragon"
Green and Monica Green executed and delivered to the United
States of America, acting on behalf of the Administrator of
Veterans Affairs, a mortgage dated March 14, 1983, and recorded
on the March 15, 1983, in Book 1675, Page 1170, in the records of
County Clerk of Tulsa County, Oklahoma, covering the above
described real property.

The Court further finds that the Defendants, Richard
"Dragon™ Green and Monica Green, made default under the terms of
the aforesaid note and mortgage by reason of their failure to
make the monthly installments due thereon, which default has
continued and that by reason thereof the Defendants, Richard

"Dragon” Green and Monica Green, are indebted to the Plaintiff in

the principal sum of $25,734.75, plus interest thereon at the




rate of twelve {(12) percent per annum from July 1, 1984, the date
of default, until judgment, plus interest thereafter at the legal
rate until fully paid, and the costs of this action accrued ang
accruing.

The Court further finds that there is currently due and
owing for ad valorem taxes on the subject property to the
Defendants, County Treasurer and Board of County Commissioners,
Tulsa County, Oklahoma, the sum of $£2 .

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover judgment against the Defendant,
Richard "Dragon" Green, in the principal amount of $25,734.75,
Plus interest thereon at the rate of twelve (12) percent per
annum from July 1, 1984, until judgment, plus interest thereafter
at the current legal rate of éh‘le percent per annum until paid,
Plus the costs of this action accrued and accruing plus any
additional sums advanced or to be advanced or expended during
this foreclosure action by the Plaintiff for taxes, insurance,
abstracting, or sums for the preservation of the subject
pProperty.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Defendants, County Treasurer and Board of County Commissioners,
Tulsa County, Oklahoma, have a valid judgment lien against the
Defendant, Richard "Dragon®™ Green, for real property ad valorem
taxes in the amount of $(2 .

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that upon
the failure of the Defendant, Richard "Dragon”® Green, to satisfy
the money judgment of the Plaintiff herein, an Order of Sale

shall be issued to the United States Marshal for the Northern




District of Oklahoma, commanding him to advertise and sell with
appraisement the real property involved herein and apply the
proceeds of the sale as follows:

In payment of the costs of this action

accrued and accruing incurred by the

Plaintiff, including costs of the sale of

said real property;

Second:

In payment of the Defendants, County

Treasurer and Board of County Commissioners,

Tulsa County, Oklahoma, in the amount of

$ O » for ad valorem taxes which are

bresently due and owing on said real

property;

In payment of the judgment rendered herein

in favor of the Plaintiff,

The surplus from said sale, if any, shall be deposited
with the Clerk of the Court to await further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that from
and after the sale of the above described real property, under
and by virtue of this judgment and decree, the Defendants and all
persons claiming under them since the filing of the Complaint, be

and they are forever barred and foreclosed of any right, title,

thereof.




i, R

APPROVED:

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

SN L T

PHIL PINNETL

Assistant United States Attorney
3600 U.S. Courthouse

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

(918) 581-7463

Attorney for Plaintiff

Kf:)hh%rh?kAH,w//
MORGAN
Ass t District Attorney
Tulsa County Courthouse
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
Attorney for Defendants,
County Treasurer and Board of
County Commissioners, Tulsa
County, Oklahoma




Conilined

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

B. F. SAUL REAL ESTATE
INVESTMENT TRUST,

Plaintiff,

VS. Case No. B6-C-37 B
SHOWBIZ PIZZA TIME, INC.,
a Kansas corporation,
formerly ShowBiz Pizza
Place Inc.,

= § L &1
MAY 2 7 1966

jaﬂk C.Sﬂueg Litih
1. S. DISTRICT €04+

Defendant.

JUDGMENT

The Plaintiff, having filed its Petition in the District
Court in and for Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma, reguesting the
judgments more particularly set forth therein, and the Defendant
having removed the action to this Court and having filed its
Answer thereto, and the parties having agreed upon a basis for
the adjudication of the matters alledged in the Petition and upon
the entry of a judgment in this action, and having entered into a
stipulation, the original of which has been filed herein, and
after consideration and deliberation thereon by the Court, it isg

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that B.F.
Saul Real Estate Investment Trust have and recover judgment
against ShowBiz Pizza Time, Inc. for the aggregate sum of
$85,000, with interest thereon from the date hereof at the rate

of b5k s per annum as provided by law; and it is




FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that
ShowBiz Pizza Time, Inc. has no further right, title or interest
in and to the premises covered by the Lease attached as Exhibit A
to the Petition at 10122 E. Admiral Place, Tulsa, Oklahoma; and
it is

FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that
the Bond for Removal posted herein by ShowBiz Pizza Time, Inc. is
hereby released and that ShowBiz Pizza Time, Inc. and the surety
are hereby discharged from the same: and it is

FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court that
the judgment awarded B.F. Saul Real Estate Investment Trust shall
include all costs and reasonable attorneys' fees of this action,
and that no further costs or fees shall be awarded or assessed

against any party.

Entered this éiﬂ day of May, 1986.

8/ THOMAS R. BRETT

Thomas R. Brett
United States District Judge

APPRCOVED:
- s T
. 2 e e - -

Lominic oAotoott, el
Dominic Sokolog&? M, E. McCollam
Baker, Hoster, McSpadden, Conner & Winters

Clark & Rasure 2400 First National Tower
800 Kennedy Building Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103 (918) 586-5711
{(918) 592-5555 Attorney for Defendant
Attorney for Plaintiff ShowBiz Pizza Time, Inc.

B.F. Saul Real Estate
Investment Trust




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE T - D
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ) 3

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff, Jack C. Silver, Clerk

GORDON H. FAULK,

}

)

)

)

vs. )
)

)

)

Defendant. )

CIVIL ACTION NO. 86-C-298-E

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this Zi day
of May, 1986, the Plaintiff appearing by Layn R. Phillips,
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Phil Pinnell, Assistant United States Attorney, and the
De fendant, Gordon H, Faulk, appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Gordon H. Faulk, acknowledged
receipt of Summons and Complaint on April 8, 1986. The time
within which the Defendant could have answered or otherwise
moved as to the Complaint has expired and has not been extended.
The Defendant has not answered or otherwise moved, and default
has been entered by the Clerk of this Court. Plaintiff is
entitled to Judgment as a matter of law.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that

the Plaintiff have and recover judgment against the Defendant,

(4, 8. DISIRICT COURT



Gordon H. Faulk, for the pPrincipal sum of $502.33, plus
interest at the rate of 9,00 percent per annum and
administrative costs of $.68 per month from November 30, 1984,
until judgment, plus interest thereafter at the current legal

rate of Caf5é,percent per annum until paid, plus costs of this

action.

et

- !r\.p,ﬁ.r’; . AR N

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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ORIGINATL

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

SAMUEL R. KIRK and )
RICHARD E. WELLS,
Plaintiffs,

GENERAL SIGNAL CORP., a New
York corporation, et al.,
Defendants. No. 85-C-48-B ,—

and CONSOLIDATED

GENERAL SIGNAL CORPORATION, No. 85-C-295-B %

& New York corporation,

Third Party Plaintiff, - . et
Sl I O COR

MAY2 7 1086 <

dack C. Shivar, Lo
1. S, DISTRICT GO

SAMUEL R. KIRK and THE SIERRA
COMPANY, INC., an Oklahoma
corporation,

L

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Third Party Defendants.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE

FOR GOOD CAUSE SHOWN, Cause No. 85-C~-295-B, styled
General Signal Corporation, a New York corperation, v, Samuel R.
Kirk and The Sierra Company, Inc., an Oklahoma corporation, is
hereby dismissed without prejudice as to future filing.

DATED this A 3%ay of May, 1986.

dL&/MM'P\

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT o
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA AR DS TR

INDEPENDENCE HOLDING, CO.,
Plaintiff,
-y g 86-C-294 C
FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION, as receiver of

FIRST CITY BANK, N.A. now
defunct,

Defendant

VOLUNTARY DISMISSAL OF PLAINTIFF WITHOUT
ORDER OF COURT

Plaintiff, Independence Holding, Co., hereby dismisses its
complaint against Defendant, Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation,
as receiver of First City Bank, N.A., now defunc*t, pursuant to
Rule 41 (a) (1) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure prior
to the filing of any pleading by Defendant, F.D.I.C.

Respectfully submitted,

SANDERS & SANDERS
Attorneys at Law

P.O. Box 279

Poteau, Oklahoma 74953
(918) 647-8201

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLABOMA

HELEN RUTH NSEIR v
’ =~ E gﬁ ﬁz .

russ!

)

)
Plaintiff, ) |
) WAY 2 0 1986
) P
) {
)
)
)
)

vs.
OTIS R. BOWEN, M.D.,
Secretary of Health and

Human Services,

Lot 3 T
g FaonHL L 4
L T RUUR

o

S
S

IR
- e o,

Defendant. CIVIL ACTION NO. 84-C-267-B

CRDER

Upon Motion of the Defendant, Secretary of Health and
Human Services, by Layn R, Phillips, United States Attorney for
the Northern District of Oklahoma, through Nancy Nesbitt
Blevins, Assistant United States Attorney, and for good cause
shown, pursuant to the Social Security Disability Benefits Reform
Act of 1984, it is hereby ORDERED that this case be remanded to
the Secretary for readjudication.

Dated this o<&h day of May, 1986.

S/ THOMAS R ERITT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:




VA _. “ -

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT IWAYB'J 1986 7/
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMAI4
CAC bl“\u '

U. S DisTRIcT ¢

Case No. 85—C—915-BL///

LYNDA‘CHAPLIN,
Plaintiff,

V.

HILTI, INC.,

Defendant.

Sl St gt Nl Vsl al N St o Nt

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

This cause having come before this Court on the Joint
Application for Dismissal with Prejudice of the parties, and
this Court being fully advised in the premises, and the parties
having stipulated and the Court having found that the parties
have reached a private settlement of the individual eclaims of
Plaintiff, and that such claims should be dismissed with
prejudice, it is, therefore,

ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Complaint of
Plaintiff, together with any causes 0of action asserted thevein,
be and hereby are dismissed with prejudice, with each party to
bear its own costs.

So Ordered this fzj;day of J/W‘KE/ r 19885,

CE?Zéqz///?Arifﬁ%ikéééﬁ%ég;ﬁc“

United States District Judge

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:

(ﬁj%z;é;igaz4v//ﬂf;;
y for Plaintif ,
/?/J{au PT "/{%A/I/M/

ﬁtﬁbrney {Sf Deféndant -
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE =
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA {4 &
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) MAY?Q 1986
Plaintiff, ) UJ;FK G, Sisgey e
vs. ) 5 DISTRICT g
ROBERT D. ROBISON, ;
Defendant. ; CIVIL ACTION NO. 86-C-71-B

0 RDER

Good cause having been shown, it is hereby ORDERED,
ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the above-referenced action is hereby

dismissed without prejudice.

Dated this >/ day of May, 1986.

S/ THOMAS &OERETY
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA
<-
FILED

MAY 24 1986

. Sitver, Clerk
U‘_‘.g.k[gSTRIcT COURT

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,

vs.

ROGER D. STEWART,

Defendant.

CIVIL ACTION NO. 86-C-198-B

AGREED JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this 2/

Jiic
of i, 1986, the Plaintiff appearing by Layn R. Phillips,

United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Peter Bernhardt, Assistant United States Attorney, and
the Defendant, Roger D, Stewart, appearing pro se.

The Court, being fully advised and having examined the
file herein, finds that the Defendant, Roger D. Stewart,
acknowledged receipt of Summons and Complaint on April 1, 1986,
The Defendant has filed his Answer and has agreed that he is
indebted to the Plaintiff in the amount alleged in the Complaint
and that judgment may accordingly be entered against Roger D,
Stewart in the amount of $962.20, plus interest at the rate of
12.25 percent per annum and administrative costs of $.68 per
month from May 29, 1984, until judgment, plus interest
thereafter at the iegal rate from the date of judgment until

paid, plus the costs of this action.




IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover judgment against the Defendant,
Roger D. Stewart, in the amount of $962.20, plus interest at the
rate of 12.25 percent per annum and administrative costs of $.68
per month from May 29, 1984, until judgment, plus interest

thereafter at the current legal rate of ».0¢  percent from

the date of judgment until paid, plus the costs of this action.

8/ THOWAL R, brr
ONITED STATES DISTRICT JUBCE

APPROVED:

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
A e

LAYN R, "PHILLIPS

United States Attgxﬁ;y o

BER

NHERDT

i ;./.‘a_ :‘ T gt
/AﬁﬁmR
Assistant U.S, Attorney
// ///“ i

R D. STEWART
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE -7 P
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA L b

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

)
)
)
)
vVS. )
)
FRANRKIE L. WHITE, JR., )

)

)

Defendant. CIVIL ACTION NO. 86-C-188B-B

DEFAULT JUDGMENT

This matter comes on for consideration this 274 day
of May, 1986, the Plaintiff appearing by Layn R. Phillips,
United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Phil Pinnell, Assistant United States Attorney, and the
Defendant, Frankie L. White, Jr., appearing not.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that Defendant, Frankie L. White, Jr.,
was served with Summons and Complaint on April 15, 1986. The
time within which the Defendant could have answered or otherwise
moved as to the Complaint has expired and has not been extended.
The Defendant has not answered or otherwise moved, and default
has been entered by the Clerk of this Court. Plaintiff is
entitled to Judgment as a matter of law.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that

the Plaintiff have and recover judgment against the Defendant,




it it

Frankie L. White, Jr., for the principal sum of $547.20, plus
interest at the rate of 12.25 percent per annum and
administrative costs of $.68 per month from April 6, 1984, until
judgment, plus interest thereafter at the current legal rate of

(7.5l percent per annum until paid, plus costs of this action.

B AT a g o e o
T B AN R SR e

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




‘dispositive and, therefore, will not discuss the other grounds raised.

BRRE ENISABRMENT OPPORTUNITY COMMISSION,

- E:,B IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT GCOURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

* % %

CX C.SILVER, CLERK

-

Plaint!ff CIVIL ACTION
NO. 84 -C-730-C
Vs,

LOCAL 798, et al,
Defendants

* k %

QRDER OF DISMISSAL AS TO
BEECH CONSTRUCTION, INC. AND NORTHWOODS CONSTRUCTORS

NOW before the Court for its consideration is the separate request of
Defendants, BEECH CONSTRUCTION, INC. and NORTHWQODS CONSTRUCTORS,
for dismissal pursuant to Rule 12{b)(1) and (6), Fed. R. Civ. P., on several grounds.

The Court finds that the issue of Title VII's administrative prerequisites ig

Based on the reasoning and authority recited in the Court's Order dated
December 23rd, 1985, granting the motion to dismiss of the Pipe Line Contractors
Association and the "PLCA group", neither Rule 19, Fed. R. Civ. P., nor General

Building Contractors vs. Pennsylvania, 458 U.S. 375 (1982}, permit the Plaintiff

EEQC to join parties not named in the EEQC charge absent equitable considerations
not present in the case at bar,

Accordingly, it is the Order of the Court that the separate request of
Beech Construction, Inc. and Northwoods Constructors should be and is hereby
granted and BEECH CONSTRUCTION, INGC. and NORTHWOODS CONSTRUCTORS are
hereby dismissed from the action.

IT IS SO ORDERED thisZ / day of May, 1986,

H. DALE CCOCK, Chief Judge
United States District Court




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE c
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ORLAHOMA B
I o
'r"*a }f 22 -‘;j e
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Jas NE

iy !" ,.

’, W

Plaintiff,

)
)
)
)
Vs, )
)
DONNIE WBITE, et al., )
- }

)

Defendants, CIVIL ACTION NO. 85-C-1083-E

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL

COMES NOW the Plaintiff, United States of America, and
the Defendant, First State Bank, Fairfax, Oklahoma, by their
respective counsel, and hereby stipulate and agree that the claim
of the Plaintiff against First State Bank, Fairfax, Oklahoma is

dismissed pursuant to Rule 41 of the Federal Rules of Civil

Procedure.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

LA '/-J f?i 9»"'1(4',‘;"'({.
g ‘T BLEVINS

Assistant fnited States Attorney
3600 U.S. Courthouse

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

(918) 581-7463

RN i
BILL HALYL

Attorney for Defendant
First State Bank,
Fairfax, Oklahoma

S s e
Disigjpt %géfg;/f
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DATE NR, 86-C-490-C PROCEEDINGS

1986

5-16 1] MOTION FOR LV. TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS {0 to J). h
5-21

MO |IT IS THE ORDER OR THE COURT that due to Pltf. being given the wrong
forms for filin
the petition sh

{JCsS-C1k)

pt

g his lawsuit, in addition,

1

all be returned to the Pltf

living in the E.D.Ok., N
- & the case is closed.
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YR. NUMBER | MO DAY .<ZAR s pri lori | 23 - | MAG. NO. DEM. | YR.  NUMBE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

HEBRON LIMITED PARTNERSHIP,
an Arkansas limited partner-
ship; ROBERT E. BABCOCK;
DAVID McCLINTON; CLARK C.
McCLINTON and MARIE McCLINTON,
as Trustees for the Clark and
Marie McClinton Trust; JAMES
E. LINDSEY, Trustee for the
Lindsey Family Trust; and JAMES
L. GADDY,

Plaintiffs,
vS. No. 85-C-226-C

GOLDEN EAGLE DEVELOPMENT,

INC., an Oklahoma corporation;
DAVID L. BUSSETT; E. J. WILSON;
and G. LEE JACKSON,

Defendants.
JUDGMENT

In accordance with plaintiff's Motion to Compel Settlement
and Memorandum Brief in Support Thereof filed herein on May 15,
1986, the Court finds as follows:

1., The parties hereto concluded a settlement in this
matter on April 8, 1986 as memorialized in Exhibits A, B and C to
plaintiff's Motion to Compel Settlement and Memorandum Brief in
Support Thereof.

2. Defendants breached that settlement agreement by

failing to close the settlement no later than April 25, 1986 and




specifically failed to deliver the $50,000.00 cash by that time.

3. Plaintiff's Motion to Compel Settlement should be and
hereby is granted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court
that plaintiffs, Hebron Limited Partnership, Robert E. Babcock,
David McClinton, Clark C. McClinton and Marie McClinton as
Trustees for the Clark and Marie McClinton Trust, James FE,
Lindsey as Trustee for the Lindsey Family Trust, and James L.
Gaddy, are hereby awarded judgment in personam against David L.
Bussett, E. J. Wilson, G. Lee Jackson, and Golden Eagle
Development, Inc., a corporation incorporated under the laws of
the State of Oklahoma, jointly and severally, in the amount of
$225,000.00, said judgment to bear interest at the statutory rate
from the date of entry and plaintiffs to comply with the local

rules with respect to applications for costs and fees.

Dated this ;ll day of May, 1986.

s/H. DALE COOK

H. DALE COOK,
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED AS TO FORM:

—

hi-hfnr&._\ \ INAL
Terry M. THomas
Norman, Wohlgemuth & Thompson

~A
\:;, )\J'\h_»_r'—“--}

Attorneys for All Plaintiffs

W
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT
STATE OF OKLAHOMA

THOMAS E. BLACKWELL, and
BEVERLY C. BLACKWELL,
Trustees of the BEVERLY JEAN
CRAWFORD BLACKWELL TRUST,
Under Trust Indenture Dated
August 18, 1982,

F1LED

ISR~

[«t7]

Jack C. Sitver, (lerk
1. 8. GISIRICT COURT

Case No. 85-C-578-F

Plaintiffs,
VS.

TRINITY RIVER THOROUGHBREDS,
INC., et al.

uvvvvx—ovv\.’v\-’vuv\_l

Defendants.

AGREED JOURNAL ENTRY OF JUDGMENT

e
On this_;?g: - day of April, 1986, the plaintiff and the
defendant Ricky Cundiff, have agreed to have judgment taken against
Defendant Cundiff in the amount of $7,500.00, together with interest

at the statutory rate and the costs of this action,

IT IS THERFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that the Plaintiff
should be, and is hereby awarded judgment against the Defendant,
Ricky Cundiff, in the total amount of $7,500.00, together with

interest at the statutory rate and the costs of this action.

37; Tr\}ﬁl','; £ il
JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT COURT




APPROVED:

gl B/

Patrick H. Kernan, OBA #4983
Kernan and Kernan

2825 East Skelly Drive

Suite 826

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74105

(218) 747-6820

Attorney for Defendant

férey G. Levinson
Levinson & Smith
35 East 18th Street
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74119
(918) 599-7214
Attorney for Plaintiff




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAIZQMA!‘ 1. B (®

aqwE )

L '
jacs G, Siver, Clant
0 S DT COURT

THOMAS E. BLACKWELL AND BEVERLY C.
BLACKWELL, TRUSTEES OF THE BEVERLY
JEAN CRAWFORD BLACKWELI, TRUST,
UNDER TRUST INDENTURE DATED AUGUST
18, 1982,

)
)
)
)
)
)
Plaintiffs, )

) /

vVS. ) Case No. 85-C-578-E

)
)
)
)
)
)

TRINITY RIVER THOROUGHBREDS, INC.,

WILLIAM H. JOINER, JR., RICKY

CUNDIFF, AND CHRIS MASTERSOM,
Defendants.

ADMINISTRATIVE CLOSING ORDER

NOW on this é@f?aay of _72%é47/ » 1986, comes on the
captioned matter, and the Court bef;g fully advised in the
premises;

THE COURT FINDS that the parties have settled this matter

pursuant to the Settlement Agreement, attached as Exhibit "A"

(the "Agreement"), and an Agreed Journal Entry of Judgment.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Clerk
adninistratively terminate this action in his records, without
prejudice to the rights of the parties to reopen the proceedings,
for good cause shown, for the entry of any stipulation or order,
or for any other purpose contemplated by the Agreement or
necessary or the entry of the Agreed Journal Entry of Judgment,

If within 60 days of September 1, 1986, the parties have not
reopened this action for the purpose of entering the Agreed
Journal Entry of Judgment or obtaining any other final
determination herein, this action shall be deemed dismissed with

prejudice.




If Defendant Ricky Cundiff breaches the Agreement or is
otherwise in default of any payments due Plaintiff thereunder,
Plaintiff may apply to the Court at any time prior to September
1, 1986, upon notice to Defendant, for an Order reopening this
action and directing the entry of the Agreed Journal Entry of

Judgment.

(“.:" -
IT IS SO ORDERED this -2 day of /4qu , 1986.

5:2£4%a4432522&/£ﬂ/£

UNITEDéngTES DISTRICT JUDGE
JAMES O. ELLISON

APPROVED AS TO FORM AND CONTENT:

LEVINSON & SMITH

WA

By - < ‘_,4;"',/2,”}/_,‘1"\
Jeffrey G. Levinson
Dwight L. Smith

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

T 2L

T PatricKk H. Kernan

Attorney for befendant Ricky Cundiff
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EXHIBIT "A" '
SETTLEHENT AGRLIIENT
THIS AGREEMENT MADE AND ENTERED INTO THIS - . day of April,

1586, between THOMAS E. BLACKWELL and BEVERLY C. BLACKWELL, Trustees
of the Beverly Jean Crawford Blackwell Trust, under Trust Indenture

dated August 18, 1982 ("Blackwell"), and RICKY CUNDIFF ("Cundiff"),.

WITNESSET H:

WHEREAS, Blackwell, as Plaintiff, has filed an action in the
United States District Court for the Northern District of Oklahoma,

styled Thomas E. Blackwell, Trustees of the Beverly Jean Crawford

Blackwell Trust, under_Trust Indenture dated Auqust 18, 1982, wvs.

Trinity River Thoroughbreds, 1Inc., William H. Joiner, Jr., Ricky

Cundiff, and Chris Masterson, the game being Case No. 85-C-57§-F

(the "suit").

WHEREAS, the Complaint filed in the Suit states a claim fer
ralief against all Defendants for the vielation of the Securities
Act of 1933, the Securities and Exchange Act of 1934, and tre
securities 1laws of both the states of Oklahoma and Texas arnd fer
common law fraud; and

WHEREAS, Blackwell and Cundiff have reached an Agreemenrt
whereby all claims, demands or causes of action by Blackwell against
Cundiff are to be settled.

NOW, THEREFORE, in ccnsideration of the mutual covenants ari

promises made herein, Blackwell and Cundiff agree as follows:




1. Payments to Blackwell. Cundiff agrees to pay Blackwell the

total sum of $7,500.00 in full satisfaction of all of Blackwell's
claims against Cundiff, including all alleged damages, costs,
expenses and attorney's fees arising out of or associated with the
Suit. This sum is to be paid upon the following terms: (1)
$2,500.00 on execution of this Stipulation; (2) $1,000.00 on May 1,
1986; (3) $1,000.00 on June 1, 1986; (4) $1,000.00 on July 1, 1986;
(5) $1,000.00 on August 1, 1986; and (6) $1,000.00 on September 1,
1986, These payments shall be tendered to Levinson & Smith,
Attention Jeffrey G. Levinson, 35 East 18th Street, Tulsa, Oklahora

74119, or at such other place or places as designated by Blackwell.

2, Default. The breach of this Settlement Agreement by
Cundiff will entitle Blackwell to apply to the Court to reopen this
matter, and to file the agreed Journal Entry of Judgment in the suit
which is attached hereto and marked as Exhibit "A" ("Journal
Entry"). Cundiff agrees to all terms and recitals set forth in the
Journal Entry, by and through Patrick Kernan, his attornry of
record. Blackwell and cundiff expressly waive the entry of findings
of fact and conclusions of law under rule 52 of the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure in connection with the execution of the Agreed
Journal Entry. Upon the filing of the Journal Entry, Blackwell will
be entitled to immediately execute thereon according to the terrs

thereof.

3. Attorney's fees and costs. Each party agrees to bear its

own attorney's fees and costs, except that in the event that cundifs




is in default of any term, condition or covenant of this Agreenment,
Blackwell will be entitled to a reasonable attorney's fee and his
costs iﬁéurred in coﬁmenéing and maintaining the Suit, and to all
reasonable attorney's fees incurred in enforcing the terms of this

Agreement.

4. Dismissal of lawsuit; Covenant Not to Sue; return of

original Journal Entry. Upon the satisfactory performance of all

terms and conditions hereunder, Blackwell agrees to execute ard
deliver to Cundiff a dismissal of its claims, as set forth in the
Suit, without prejudice and shall return the original executed
Covenant Not to Sue, which is attached hereto and marked Exhibit
npn, In addition, wupon the satisfactory performance of all terrs
and conditions hereunder by Cundiff, Blackwell will turn over -to
Cundiff the original agreed Journal Entry previously executed, a
copy of which is marked Exhibit "a" attached hereto. Each party
shall join in alil proceedings and actions and execute such documenis
and pleadings as are necessary to obtain court approval thereof. It
is the express intent of Blackwell to specifically reserve all
claims, rights and actions against all other Defendants in the suit,

including the institution and prosecution thereof.

5. Representation of Counsel. Blackwell and cundiff hereto

represent that each has been separately represented by counsel c¢f
their own choosing in the assertion, defense, and investigation cf

the claims being settled herein, and in the negotiation of this




Agreement. Further, each party represents that he has made it his
own separate and independent analysis, investigation, and evaluaticn
of the .facts and law applicable hereto, and in executing and
performing this Agreement, neither Blackwell nor Cundiff has relied
upoen  any representation of fact or law by the other or the other's
agents and attorneys, other than the representations and agreements

set forth herein,.

6. No Admission of Liability or Culpability. It is expressly

understood by the parties that Cundiff does not believe that he hes
perpetrated any wrong upon Blackwell whatsocever and has entered into
this settlement agreement to avoid the costs of expenses and
protracted litigation, and this settlement should not be construed

in any way as an admission of liability on the part of Cundiff.

7. Trial Preparation. Defendant Cundiff does hereby agree to

allow Blackwell's attorney +o take his deposition in his own
hometown and at the plaintiff's eXpense so that Cundiff's testimony
can be available to the plaintiff in the trial of this case against
the other defendants. The deposition of cundiff is to be taken in

Cundiff's hometown at a mutually convenient date and time.

8. ~ Controlling Law. This Agreement and all of the provisions

hereof shall be controlled by, construed under, and governed by the

laws of the State of Oklahoma.

9. Fact of Agreement. This Agreement shall be binding on ar3

inure to the benefit of the parties and their respective legal




o

- <« P

CERTIFICATION OF JUDGMENT CcIv 141 {3/76)

Hnited States Bistrict Court b0

P
FOR THE EAY 21 1555 \Jl/

DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA

JECK COSHYER, CLERK
WS DISTRCT GRURT
CIVIL ACTION FILE NO. U.S.M. g9 -0 4gh

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
V8, ‘.I}IDGMENT

Elizabeth A. Simon Malone /77 ;/J,_ /;]/)5:/2 _C/_
CERTIFICATION OF JUDGMENT FOR
REGISTRATION IN ANOTHER DISTRICT

I, Lisa C. Dunbar, Deputy. Clerk , Clerk of the United States District Court for

the e eemseeeenenenn District of _South Carolina .

do hereby certify the annexed to be a true and correct copy of the original judgment entered in the

above entitled action on November 27, 1985 . ..., asitappears of record in my office,

and that

office and the time for appeal commenced to_run _on November 27, 1985

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I hereunto subscribe my name and affix the seal of the said

Court this . 3td. . dayof . JANUALY. .. oy 19.86,
EELCAS 70T N A 5 ML .-_J.-_aJIl.S ............................................................ N CIerk
Attest: Jobn W. Willlans, Clerk A AT PV
BF'I /Q‘C’)\/ndb 4;\_&@@ By -_].;‘,!:.S_Aé...g,?.-u].:.).l_‘!p.p,qx“.__...w"d,..--.-._.-._..7".‘-...u.‘,,, Deputy Clerk

-+ Deputy Clerk

* Whé;n nc; m;tice of appeal from the judgment has been filed, insert “no notice of appeal from the said judgment
has been filed in my office and the time for appeal commenced to run on [inaert date] upon the entry of [If no motion
of the character described in Rule 73(a) F.R.C.P. was filed, here insert 'the judgment’, otherwise describe the
nature of the order from the er;try of which time for appeal is computed under that rule.] If an appeal was taken,
insert “a notice of appeal from the said judgment was filed in my office on [insert date] and the judgment was
affirmed by mandate of the Court of Appeals issued [ineert date}” or “a notice of appeal from the said judgment
was filed in my office on [insert date] and the appea! wag dismissed by the [insert ‘Court of Appeals’ or 'District

Court'] on [insert date]”, as the case may be.
,—"
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- FIne /T ASSESSMENTY R M

' - UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
Court Date: ZEQV@[} P Xf” Case Number:
Location: (O/Umt[ﬁ Docket Page No.: 2
FINE: & /O4 °*- SPECIAL ASSESSMENT: § . 5 €O
TO PAY:
D Immediately D Deferred to:
Uat
nstallments: § per u month D other ae
— WEEK, Z-Week, BYc. ]
Payment Plan - (:?
Start Date: (A _ . L e
~HMagistrate/Deputy Clerk
(Signature)

Print the information requested on the bottom of this form and bring/mai
the Torm to the following address with the aigunt(s) specified above:

(;4LﬂL4jZIJﬁ/ 5(2L2§17£é0 ‘ e
Lo Ry L2l N |
@,b@ﬁ./ S.C. 27202

Make your check or money order payable to: U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. I

—

Please write the case number {see first line above) on the face of the
check.

FAILURE TO PAY YOUR FINE AS ORDERED WILL SUBJECT YOU YO THE FOLLOWING: I

1. You will pay a PENALTY of 25% of the amount past due if your fine
becomes more than 90 days past due (18 U.S.C. § 3565 (c)(2)).

2. You will pay INTEREST of 1.5% per month (18%X/year) until your fine
is paid (18 U.S.C. §§ 3565 (b)(2) and (c)(1)).

3. Recordation of a LIEN which shall have the same force and effect

as a TAX LIEN (18 U.S.C. § 3565(a)(2)).
4. Continuous GARNISHMENT may apply until your fine is paid (18 U.S.C.
§ 3565 (a)(4)).
5. 1f you wilifully refuse to pay your fine you shall be subject to an
additional FINE of not more than the greater of $100,000 or twice the
unpaid balance of the fine; or IMPRISONMENT for not more than ONE -
YEAR OR BOTH (18 U.S.C. § 3621).
FULL NAME: onge Ejizabet A-
q%, ame, First Name Middle Tnitial
ADDRESS: T2 _NeadndHRA Cola S, L IO
Street City State Zip Code
TELEPHONE: (R03) 2 5~ %392 DATE OF BIRTH: R=T-lolo
DRIVER'S LICENSE (STATE AND NUMBER): CKlahoma
State Number
A FALSE STATEMENT ON THIS FORM IS PUNISHABLE UNDER 18 U.S.C. § 1001 . - I
1 « U, S.adpiE Jo®R R NE Y coverpy USA - 229 e
Attest: John W. Willlame, Clerk Sep. 85

By: M’nﬂ, ‘jﬂ’ﬁ/)\/{/,c/\

Deputy Clerk::
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FITLE D

MARYLAND NATIONAL | /)
AT 11986 —

INDUSTRIAL FINANCE
CORPORATION, a Maryland
corporation,

iacss mver, Clerit
U 8 Ci3iRCT COURT

Plaintiff,
V. No. 86-C-34-E

CHAPMAN ENGINEERS, INC.,
a Texas corporation,

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

Upon the Stipulation for Dismissal with Prejudice filed by the parties on the
_Lf_*“day of May, 1986, herein, and upon good cause shown,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that this action be dismissed with prejudice, AND IT
IS SO ORDERED. |

Pl .
Dated this _“o "~ day of May, 1986.

UNITE STA’I‘ES DISTRICT JUDGE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) FI1LED
)
Plaintiff ) , :
' ) REREPRR
vs. )
) & C. Gitver, Clerk
CLARK MORRIS, BOBBIE J. MORRIS, ) Jaé;k cﬁ‘lﬂiﬂ'm
BUCK HENDERSON, COUNTY ) e
TREASURER, Tulsa County, )
Oklahoma, BOARD OF COUNTY )
COMMISSIONERS, Tulsa County, }
Oklahoma, )
)
Defendants, ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 85-C-1060-E

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

- . . . P
This matter comes on for consideration this 7/ day

Tt

of ° + 1986, Plaintiff appearing by Layn R. Phillips,
United Sﬁates Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Phil Pinnell, Assistant United States Attorney; the
Defendants, County Treasurer, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, and Board
of County Commissioners, Tulsa County, Cklahoma, appearing by
Susan K. Morgan, Assistant District Attorney, Tulsa County,
Oklahoma; the Defendants, Buck Henderson, Clark Morris, and
Bobbie J, Morris, appearing not.

The Court having examined the file and being fully
advised finds that the Defendants, County Treasurer ang Board of
County Commissioners, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, acknowledged
receipt of Summons ang Complaint on December 3, 1985, and
December 4, 1985, respectively; the Defendant, BRuck Henderson,

acknowledged receipt of Summons angd Complaint on December 3,

1985,




It appears that the Defendants, County Treasurer and
Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, have filed
their answers on December 17, 1985. 1t further appears that the
Defendant, Buck Henderson, has failed to file his answer and
default was entered against said Defendant by the Clerk of this
Court on March 3, 1986,

The Court further finds that the Defendants, Clark
Morris and Bobbie J. Morris, were served by publication. The
Court finds that Plaintiff has caused to be obtained an
evidentiary affidavit from Guaranty Abstract Company, a
Corporation, a bonded abstractor, as to the last addresses of
Clark Morris and Bobbie J. Morris which affidavit was filed
herein on December 31, 1985: that the necessity and the
sufficiency of Plaintiff's due diligence search with respect to
ascertaining the names and addresses of the Defendants, Clark
Morris and Bobbie J. Morris, was then determined by the Court
conducting an evidentiary hearing on the sufficiency of the
service by publication to comply with due process of law. From
the evidence, the Court finds that the Plaintiff, United States
of America, and its attorney, Phil Pinnell, Assistant United
States Attorney, appearing for Layn R. Phillips, United States
Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma, have fully
exercised due diligence in ascertaining the true names and
identities of the parties served by publication, with their

present or last known place of residences and/or mailing

addresses.,




e e+ gt

The Court further finds that Plaintiff and its
attorneys have fully complied with all applicable guidelines and
due process of law in connection with obtaining service by
publication. Therefore, the Court approves and confirms that the
service by publication is sufficient to confer jurisdiction upon
this Court to enter the reljef sought by the Plaintiff, both as
to the subject matter and the Defendants served by publication.

The Court finds that this is one of the classes of
cases in which service by publication may be had and that the
Court's order for service by publication has been published in
the Tulsa Daily Business Journal s Legal Record, a newspaper
authorized by law to publish legal notices, printed in Tulsa
County, Oklahoma, a newspaper of general circulation in Tulsa
County, Oklahoma, for six (6) consecutive weeks commencing on
March 4, 1986 and ending on April 8, 1986, by which said
Defendants, Clark Morris and Bobbie J, Morris, were notified to
answer the Complaint filed herein within 20 days after such
publication, as more fully appears from the verified proof of
such publication by the pPrinter and publisher of said Tulsa Daily
Business Journal & Legal Record filed herein on April 23, 1986,

The Court finds that the Defendants, Clark Morris and
Bobbie J. Morris, have failed to answer and their default has

——

been entered by the Clerk of this Court on /- % 1986.

in Tulsa County, Oklahoma, within the Northern District of

Oklahoma:




o,

Lot Four (4), Block Five (5), Suburban Acres

Second Addition to the City of Tulsa, Tulsa

County, State of Oklahoma, according to the

recorded plat thereof.

The Court further finds that on March 22, 1971, Clark
Morris and Bobbie J. Morris, husband and wife, executed and
delivered to United States of America, acting on behalf of the
Administrator of Veterans Affairs, their promissory note in the
amount of $10,000.00, payable in monthly installments, with
interest thereon at the rate of four and one-half (4-1/2) percent
per annum.

The Court further finds that as security for the
payment of the above described note, Clark Morris and Bobbie J.
Morris executed and delivered to the United States of America,
acting on behalf of the Administrator of Veterans Affairs, a
real estate mortgage dated March 22, 1971, and recorded on the
March 23, 1971, in Book 3961, Page 747, in the records of Tulsa
County, Oklahoma, covering the above described real property.

The Court further finds that on January 27, 1976, the
Defendants, Clark Morris and Bobbie J. Morris, executed and
delivered to the Defendant, Buck Henderson, a General Warranty
bDeed conveying the subject property, said Warranty Deed being
recorded on February 11, 1976, in Book 4202, Page 1329, of the
Tulsa County Clerk's Office. The Court Ffurther finds that
pursuant to the terms of said General Warranty Deed the
Defendant, Buck Henderson, agreed to assume the above described

first mortgage in favor of the Plaintiff.




The Court further finds that the Defendants, Clark
Morris, Bobbie J, Morris, and Buck Henderson, have made default
under the terms of the aforesaid note ang mortgage by reason of
their failure to make the monthly installmentsg due thereon, which
default has continued and that by reason thereof the Defendants,
Clark Morris, Bobbie J. Morris, and Buck Henderson, are indebted
to the Plaintiff in the principal sum of $6,862,13, plus interest
at the rate of 4.5 percent per annum from May 22, 1985, the date
of default, until judgment, plus interest thereafter at the legal
rate until fully paid, and the costs of this action accrued and
accruing.

The Court further finds that there is currently due and
owing for ad valorem taxes on the subject property to the
Defendants, County Treasurer and Board of County Commissioners,
Tulsa County, Oklahoma, the sum of $ O .

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover judgment against the Defendants, clark
Morris, Bobbie J. Morris, and Buck Henderson, in the principal
amount of $6,862.13, Plus interest at the rate of 4.5 percent per
annum from May 22, 1985, the date of default, until judgment,
Plus interest thereafter at the current legal rate of . =g
percent per annum until paid, plus the costs of this action
accrued and accruing pPlus any additional sums advanced or to be
advanced or expended during this foreclosure action by the
Plaintiff for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for the

Preservation of the subject property.




IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that there
is currently due and owing on the subject real property
ad valorem taxes in the amount of § () to the Defendants,
County Treasurer and Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa County,
Oklahoma.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that upon
the failure of the Defendants, Clark Morris, Bobbie J. Morris,
and Buck Henderson, to satisfy the money judgment of the
Plaintiff herein, an Order of Sale shall be issued to the United
States Marshal for the Northern District of Oklahoma, commanding
him to advertise and sell with appraisement the real property
involved herein and apply the proceeds of the sale as follows:

In payment of the costs of this action

accrued and accruing incurred by the

Plaintiff, including costs of the sale of

said real property;

Second:

In payment of the Defendants, County

Treasurer and Board of County Commissioners,

Tulsa County, Oklahoma, in the amount of

$_ + for ad valorem taxes which are

presently due and owing on said real

property;

In payment of the judgment rendered herein

in favor of the Plaintifrf,




The surplus from said sale, if any, shall be deposited
with the Clerk of the Court to await further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that from
and after the sale of the above describeg real property, under

and by virtue of this judgment and decree, the Defendants and all

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

APPROVED:

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

PHIT PINNELL
Assistant United States Attorney
3600 U.s. Courthouse

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

(918) 581-7463
Attorney for Plaintiff

//

-

(B U 7mm
SUSEN QORGAN /
Assistant JDistrict Attorney
Tulsa nty Courthouse
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
Attorney for Defendants,
County Treasurer and Board of

County Commissioners, Tulsa
County, Oklahoma
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IN - THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

COC ENERGY, INC., and
FINANCIAL MINERAL CORPORATION,

Plaintiffs,

v. No. 84-C-292-C

EL PASO NATURAL GAS COMPANY,

JOSEPH F. HOFFMAN,
JOHN M. BEARD, and

CHASE MANBATTAN BANK, N A., ™~ ~y ~~
...._as Agent, .

T 7T TUSTDISTRICT COURT

, Intervenors .and
© ©  Third-Party Plaintiffs,

)

)

)

)

)

; )

) 1

Defendant, ) F I L E D

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE . — e
COME NOW Intervencors Joseph F. Hoffman and John M., Beard and
7-mu99fendant, E1 éésow Natural Gas Company and, pursuant to Rule

41(a) (1) {(ii) Fed. R. Civ. P., dismisses each and every claim

asserted herein by said Intervenors against said Defendaht with

prejudice, pursuant to the agreement of sajd parpies.

Stephen Jones
Jones and Jennings
P. O. Box 472

Enid, OK 73702
ATTORNEY FOR INTERVENORS

LS
S 2. T Ll
Ja M. Gaiti OBA #3206
Eery McCandldss & Gaitis, P.C.
117 Park Avenue
Oklahoma City, OK 73102
ATTORNEYS FQR DEFENDANT




....

CERTIFICATE OF MAIL%EE_

I hereby certify that on this day of : 1986,
a true and correct copy of the above and foregoind STIPULATION OF
DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE was Placed in the United ‘States mail,
postage prepaid thereon, to the following counsel of record:

Lance Stockwell, Esqg.

Boesche, McDermott & Eskridge._
800 Oneok Plaza

100 West 5th Street
Tulsa, OK 74103
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT LED
FOR THE RORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA .

JUN 21 1985

IN RE:

vANS, CLERK
TCYy COURY
OF OKLAHOMA

GARY FRANK RAMSEY and
AMY MARIEL RAMSEY,

RoTHY A E
D& 5. BANKRUP

Debtors.

FIDELITY FINANCIAL SERVICES
COMPANY OF OKLAHOMA, INC.,

Y VA

Adversary No. 84-0438

Plaintiff,
vs. -

GARY FRANK RAMSEY and

Bankruptcy No. 84-01713
AMY MRRIE RAMSEY, -

Nt Nt et et et M N st et ol Mkt Nt et Ml it e et et

.
[ouely =}
N
Defendants. Chapter 7 3T e maes
=
JUDGMENT (an)
This matter comes on for consideration this 2/ day .

1985, the Defendants appearing by their attorney, T. H. Wagenblas nd Plaintiff
appearing by its att;ofney, Cliff A. Stark.
The Court is fully advised and has examined the file herein and
has entered its Order herein based upon the Stipulation of Facts signed by
the parties and filed herein.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by this Court that

Plaintiff be granted Judgment against Defendant in the amount of $1,900.00,

including principal and interest.

- M@k@, //{_‘F _
- United States(wmm;%pﬁy Court )}

Defendant's Approval: ) ss
—T . istrict of Oklahoma )
sy’ J 74 /{, Docair?” Northern District o
T. H. Wagenblast F. | HEREBY CFRTIFY THAT THE FOREGO-

Attorney for Defendants ING IS A & "¢ DY OF THE
ORIGINA L i WLl

Plaintiff's approval: ]
o CAYL

Ciiff A'\ Btark, Attorney for Plaintiff
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANXRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

IN RE: F‘LED )
GARY FRANK RAMSEY and

AMY MARIE RAMSEY, JUN 211985

Pebtors.

CLERK
ROTHY A EVANS,

D’LCJ). §. BANKRUPTCY COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT CF ©

FIDELITY FINANCIAL SERVICES
COMPANY OF OKLAHOMA, INC.,

Nt Mt Nar bl Nt ot et Mt ek Mt bt et i ik el S nt

Plaintiff, /? ? /C‘QX /"' L ==

2=
vs. Adversary No. 84-0438 .~ — ™7}
Gl T e
GARY FRANK RAMSEY and Bankruptcy No. 84-01713 Zi: o |77
AMY MARIE RAMSEY, S};ﬁ © =
o @ Ht:
Defendants., Chapter 7 @2 o T

=3

=

ORDER
“' This matter comes on for consideration this 2/ day of

1985, the Defendants appearing by their attoxney, T. H. Wagenblast, &and the

Plaintiff appearing by its attorney, Cliff A. Stark.

The parties, having previocusly filed in this case a Stipulation
of Fact, and the Court being fully advised, and having examined@ the file herein,
finds as follows: that on August 2, 1984, Plaintiff entered into a transaction
with Defendants whereby the sum of $1,747.38 was loaned by Plaintiff to Defen~
dants in return for which Defendants executed a Loan Agreement for the sum
of $1,747.38 plus a finance charge in the amount of $508.62; that on December
19, 1984, Plaintiff filed its Complaint objecting to the dischargeability
of said debt; that an agreement has been reached indicating that this obligation
is not dischargeable and is excepted to the discharge under 11 U.S.C. §523;

that the parties have determined that the debt is nondischargeable in the

amount of $1,900.00 including principal and interest, to be paid in 30.con- -

e ST T T T TR N S TR L L gh 0 IR e e a
S ot

L T S e L T A B R N T R AT T
s




e,

o ~ £
€ 4
secutive monthly payments of $69.33 beginning May 1€, 1985, and continuing

until szid debt has been paid in full.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff is entitled to Judgment herein in the amount

of $1,900.00.

Unitedv§t§Fes %ﬁhkruptcy Judge

United States Bankruptcy Court ),
s
B Northern District of Oklahoma )

| HEREBY CERTIFY THAT THE FOREGO-
ING 1S A T7.°C COPY OF THE
ORIGINAL i FiLt. —
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FILKED
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

FAY 0 1988

No. 85-C-987-E

WORD INDUSTRIES PIPE
FABRICATING, INC., an
Oklahoma corporation,

Plaintiff,
V.
EXXON COMPANY, U.S.A.,

a Division of EXXON
CORPORATION,

i i )

Defendant.

ORDER

¢ "Tf_, \7}1“[' R
On this [/ i day of W, 1986, upon written application of the parties for an

Order of Dismissal With Prejudice of the Complaint and all causes of action, the Court
having examined said application finds that the parties have entered into a compromised
settlement covering all elaims involved in the Complaint, Answer and Brief in Opposition
to Plaintiff's Motion for Summary Judgment and have requested the Court for dismissal
of the claims with prejudice to any future action, and the Court having been fully advised
in the premises, finds that said elaims should be dismissed, it is therefore,

ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED by the Court that the Complaint and all
causes of action of the Plaintiff filed herein against the Defendant and all counterclaims
which the Defendant has filed herein against the Plaintiff be and the same are hereby

dismissed with prejudice to any further action.

S/ JAMES O. ELLISON
UNITED STATED DISTRICT JUDGE

e G AT e Bl .t ket 8 S~ e e e 1 —— o
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE n ;:EE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ORLAHOMA 1§ || .1
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ‘ H 20 @33
alneitt, \Li . SHVER, CLERK
'J’&E‘.‘:ﬁ.; ‘icT COURT

FRANKLIN L. GIBBS,

)

)

)

)

vs. )
)

)

)

Defendant. )

CIVIL ACTION NO. 86-C-238-E

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

COMES NOW the United States of America by Layn R.
Phillips, United States Attorney for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, Plaintiff herein, through Phil Pinnell, Assistant
United States Attorney, and hereby gives notice of its
dismissal, pursuant to Rule 41, Federal Rules of Civil
Procedure, of this action without prejudice.

Dated this L day of May, 1986.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

/—:}4;/’ AL. .. ,.L“__lé’/.

PHIL PINNELL

Assistant United States Attorney
3600 United States Courthouse
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

(918) 581-7463

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that on the cﬁ?() day of May,
1986, a true and correct copy of the foregoing was mailed,
postage prepaid thereon, to: Franklin L. Gibbs, 102 North
Leonard Street, Sapulpa, Oklahoma 74066.

™ o . E
/,-r’{_h_‘/ . ‘-.M""\-"&"/&/

Assistant United States Attorney




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Tri~State Drilling and Equipment Co. )
) _’_:_".,-
Plaintiff, ) J;F;
) s
V. } Case No. 85-C-895 (-
) =2
Tower Fabricators, Inc. and MCI ) &y
Telecommunications Ceorporation, ) ;3?5
) QO
Defendants. ) Stm
=

:fﬁﬁg#ﬁ%3£>
DISMISSAL WITHOUT PREJUDICE
AS TO TOWER FABRICATORS, INC.

Tri-State Drilling and Equipment Co. hereby dismisses this action,
without prejudice, as to Tower Fabricators, Inc., having recovered a
judgment against said company in Case 4-85 Civ. 492, U. S. District Court,
Minneapolis, 4th Division on May 10, 1985, which it registered in this

Court as No. M-1260-C, on February 5, 1986,

BYRNE A. BOWMAN, OBA #1008
Attorney for Plaintiff

414 Park Harvey Center
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102
(405) 235-2321

On May 14, 1986 I mailed true copies of this to Paul F. McTighe,
Jr., Esg., 303 Center Office Building, 707 South Houston, Tulsa, Oklahoma
74127, Rodney Edwards, Esg., 201 West 5th Street, Suite 400, Tulsa,
Oklahoma 74103, and Honorable Ronald Shafter, Judge, District Court of
Tulsa County, Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103 [Re: Case Civ. 85-020, Dissolution of

Tower Fabricators, Inc.].
‘ e /
LR ’. i
AU ST S LSy TP R
BYRNE A. BOWMAN

w1




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FORy oq g
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA ' ¢4 @@

Lo SILYER, CLERK
T DOURT

DRESSER SECURITY, a division of

DRESSER INDUSTRIES, INC.,

a Delaware corporation,
Plaintiff,

vs. No. 86-C-387-C

SEDCO DRILLING COMPANY,
an QOklahoma corporation,

Defendant.

JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT

Defendant, Sedco Drilling Companvy, has been served with
process. It has failed to appear and answer the Plaintiff's
Complaint filed herein. The default of Defendant Sedco Drilling
Company has been entered. It appears from the Affidavit on file
herein that the Plaintiff is entitled to judgment.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Plaintiff
recover from Defendant, Sedco Drilling Company, the sum of
$17,011.38, plus interest up to and including the date of this
judgment at 18% per annum, plus interest accruing thereafter at
the rate provided by law until paid, reasonable attorneys' fees
to be set upon applicaticn, and all costs of this action.

ORDERED this .2¢ day of May, 1986.

P B A TS

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CLERK FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT
OF OKLAHOMA
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 0135
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMY /oy, ..
V.S LS zcgbgﬁ?k‘

i TOM ROMAN and BRANDI ROMAN,
i Husband and Wife,

Plaintiffs,
= No. B5-C-10258
' LEROY VANZANT, Individually,

and as LEROY VANZANT, d/b/a
VANZANT TRANSIT COMPANY,

B i

Defendant.

NOTICE OF DISMISSAL BY STIPULATION

COME now the Plaintiffs, TOM ROMAN and BRANDI ROMAN, lucgbhand
and wife, anda the befendant, LEROY VANZANT, Individually, and as
LERQY VANZANT, d/b/a VANZANT TRANSIT COMPANY, being all of the
parties hereto and hereby stipulate to the following:

a) that Plaintiffs herewith dismiss their causes

of action against the Defendant, with preju-

dice to refiling; and

b} that neither party shall make application to
the Court for fees or costs expended herein.

GILDER & GILDER, INC., HENSHAW & LEBLANG

NORMAN GILDER~OBA #3367

Attorney for Plaintiffs Attorney for Defendant
220 Beacon Building 7666 East 6lst, Suite 251
406 South Boulder Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
(918) 587-4436 {918) 254-1414
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"FILED

N THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT I'AY () 1986
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

ey st

k C. Sitver, Clerk
airf%: Hﬂim COURT

FARMER'S ALLIANCE MUTUAL

INSURANCE Co., ;

Plaintiff, g
vs. ; No. 85-C-852-E
CLYDE SAM WEBB, ;
)

Defendants.
JUDGMENT

This action came on for hearing before the Court, Honorable
James O, Ellison, District Judge, presiding, and the issues
having been duly heard and a decision having been duly rendered,

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Defendant Clyde Sam Webb .
take nothing from the Plaintiff Farmer's Alliance Mutual
Insurance Co., that the action be dismissed on the merits, and
that the Plaintiff recover of the Defendant its costs of action.

DATED at Tulsa, Oklahoma this £§7éﬁ/day of May, 1986,

UNITED/3STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT e e
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA s
CALVIN R. WALTERS, fack C. Sitver, Clark
U.'S. OISTRICT COuRT

Plaintiff,
V. No. B85~C-734-E

B.F. GOODRICH, et al.,

Tt et st Vs Nt Vet et et

Defendants.

ORDER

NOW on this lﬂﬁ&day of May, 1986, comes on for hearing
the above captioned matter, and the Court, being fully advised in
the premises, finds that the Motion to Dismiss Without Prejudice
by the Plaintiff should be granted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that this

matter is hereby dismissed without prejudice to the Plaintiff,

S/ _JAMES O. ELLISON
JAMES O, ELLISON
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

M iae I, N. Kay Bridger-Riley, do hereby certify that on this
NQ day of May, 1986, a true and correct copy of the above and
foregoing instrument was mailed to:

Paul H. Malesick

Attorney for Defendant URW
87 Socuth High Street
Akron, Ohio 44308

Gary W. Spring

Attorney for Defendant B.F. Goodrich
75 East Market Street

Akron, Ohic 44308

with sufficient postage thereon fully prepaid.




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

CALVIN R. WALTERS,
Plaintiff,

vs. No. B5-C-734 E

B, F. GOODRICH CO., a New York

Corporation, domesticated and
doing business in the State of

Oklahoma,

and FILED

INTERNATIONAL UNION OF THE QA

UNITED RUBBER, CORK, LINOLEUM () 1986

AND PLASTIC WORKERS OF AMERICA ,

AFL-CIO-CLC LOCAL NO. 318, Jack C, Silver, Clark
U.&.Dﬁ"ﬂ“ﬂ'ao“nr

S N e N et e e e e e N et et N Yt e et e

Defendants,

ORDER FOR DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

The Court has before it the Joint Motion to Dismiss
with Prejudice in the above styled and numbered action, including
the cdunter-claim of B. F. Goodrich Co., by the attorneys for the
Plaintiff and the defendants, which in lieu of the signatures of
the attorneys for the defendants, was approved by said defendants
in a telephone conference call between C. Jack Maner, Gary W.
Spring and Paul H. Malesick, on the 16th day of May, 1986, and
Pursuant to the Federal Rules.of Civil Procedure 41(a)(2), and
upon the grounds that the parties have mutually settled their claims.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED by the
Court that the above captioned case be and is hereby dismissed
with prejudice as against each of the defendants and that the
counter-claim of B. F. Goodrich Co., against the plaintiff, is

hereby dismissed with prejudice.




IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED by the
Court that each of the parties will assume their own expenses,

costs, disbursements and attorney's fees.

pPated this Jﬂ‘ia’day of May, 1986.

S/ JAMES O. ELLISON

UNTTEDR STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATE DISTRICT COURT FOR THE (A7 20 1866

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

LESLIE Z. MATHENA, )
)
Plaintiff,)
)
)
V. ) No. 84-C-1009
)
W. W. MANUFACTURING CO., INC., )
a foreign corporation, ) _
)
Defendant.)

STIPULATION OF DISMISSAL WITH PREJUDICE

COMES NOW the plaintiff, Leslie Mathena, through his attorney of record,
Mr. James Frasier, and the defendant, W. W. Manufacturing Company, through its
attorney of record, Paul T. Boudreaux, and stipulate that the above captioned

cause of action be dismissed with prejudice to filing a future action herein.

' Frasier% Attgrney for
Plaintiff o

Faul T. Boudreaux, Attorngy for
Defendant




LAW OFFICES

UNGERMAN,
Connen &
Litrue

MIDWAY BLDG.
IT2T EAST 21 ST.
SUITE 406

F. Q. BOX 2099
TULSA, OKLAHOMA
Fal0t

————e

FILED
IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, L
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHd% [4Y o (i 1968

)
)
)
)
vs. ) No. 84-C-284-E
)
)
)
)

.

GEORGE THOMAS PITNER and
NELDA GENE PITNER,

Plaintiffs,

FIBREBOARD CORFORATION, et al,,

Defendants.

ORDER
This case comes on for hearing pursuant to the Plaintiffs' Stipulation
for Dismissal as to Ryder Industries, Inc., Unarco Industries, Inc. and
Forty-Eight Insulation, Inc.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that Ryder Industries,
Inc., Unarco Industries, Inc. and Forty-Eight Insulation, Inc. be dismissed

without prejudice to the bringing of another action.

57 JAMES O. ELLISON
JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT COURT
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT .
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA md’?a

b 5 e e
THE FIRST NATIONAL BANK AND VS a inFin el
TRUST COMPANY OF TULSA, a
national banking association,

Plaintiff,

vs. Case No. 86~-C-194-E
MAINTENANCE SERVICES, INC.,
a Delaware corporation,

and

FIRST ENERGYSHARES CORPORA-

TION, a Delaware corporation,
INTERSERV, INC., an Oklahoma
corporation; and MEASUREMENT

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Defendant, )
)
)
)
)
)
)
SERVICES, INC., a Texas )]
)

)

)

}

corporation,
Third-Party
Defendants.
NOTICE OF DISMISSAL

OF THIRD~PARTY COMPLAINT

AGAINST FIRST ENERGYSHARES

AND MEASUREMENT SERVICES

Maintenance Services, Inc., the Third-Party Plaintiff,

pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 41(c), hereby vol-
untarily dismisses without prejudice the Third-Party Complaint
against the Third-Party Defendants, First Energyshares Corpora-

tion and Measurement Services, Inc.

PRAY, WALKER, JACKMAN,
WILLIAMSON & MARLAR

By: /%/%”’7‘"

J. ren Jackman

Dalle” Joseph Gilsinger,
Oneok Plaza, 9th Floor
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103
918/584-4136




CERTIFICATE OF MAILING

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the above
and foregoing instrument was mailed on this ggzéé,day of
May, 1986, with proper postage fully paid hereon, to:

R. Thomas Seymour
Suite 105
Mid-Continent Tower
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

Dominic Sokolosky
13th Floor

One Boston Plaza
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

James L. Patton, Jr.

11th Floor

Rodney Square North

P.0O. Box 391

Wilmington, Delaware 19899-0391

Sam G. Bratton, 1II
1000 Atlas Life Building
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ORLAHOMA

UNITED STATES QF AMERICA,
Plaintiff,
vSs.

)
)
}
)
)
}
DANNY W. THOMPSON; CATHY L. }
THOMPSON; JOHEN L. LAFFERTY; ) o
LOUISE LAFFERTY; CITIZENS ) R 3
SECURITY BANK & TRUST COMPANY, )
Bixby, Oklahoma; COUNTY )
TREASURER, Creek County, )
Oklahoma; and BOARD OF COUNTY, }
COMMISSIONERS, Creek County, )
)
)
)

Jack ¢, Silver,

U8 BiiRicy gy

Oklahoma,
Defendants. CIVIL ACTION NO. 86-C-12-E
JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE
THIS MATTER COMES on for consideration this ‘1“1 day
of \%M\ + 1986. The Plaintiff appears by Layn R. Phillips,

United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Phil Pinnell, Assistant United States Attorney; the
Defendants, County Treasurer, Creek County, Oklahoma, and Board
of County Commissioners, Creek County, Oklahoma, appearing not;
the Defendants, Danny W. Thompson and Cathy L. Thompson,
appearing by their attorney Tom Wagenblast; the Defendants,
John L. Lafferty and Louise Lafferty, appearing by their attorney
Cyrus Northrop; and the Defendant, Citizens Security Bank & Trust
Company, Bixby, Oklahoma, appearing by its attorneys, James R.
Miller and Lynn A, Conard.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that the Defendants, County Treasurer and Board
of County Commissioners, Creek County, Oklahoma, acknowledged

receipt of Summons and Complaint on January 9, 1986, and




January 14, 1986, respectively; the Defendants, Danny W. Thompson
and Cathy L. Thompson, were served with Summons angd Complaint on
February 14, 1986; the De fendants, John L. Lafferty and Louise
Lafferty, were served with Summons and Complaint on February 12,
1986; and the Defendant, Citizens Security Bank & Trust Company,
Bixby, Oklahoma, acknowledged receipt of Summons and Complaint on
January 9, 1986.

The Court further finds that the Defendant, Citizens
Security Bank & Trust Company, Bixby, Oklahoma, filed its Answer
on January 29, 1986, and its Amended Answer ang Cross-Complaint
on January 31, 1986; that the Defendants, John L. Lafferty and
Louise Lafferty, filed their Answer on March 10, 1986; that the
Defendants, County Treasurer and Board of County Commissioners,
Creek County, Oklahoma, have failed to answer and their default
has been entered by the Clerk of this Court on April 3, 1986;
that the Defendants, Danny W. Thompson and Cathy L. Thompson,
have failed to answer and their default has been entered by the
Clerk of this Court on April 3, 1986.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based upon
a certain promissory note for foreclosure of a real estate
mortgage securing said promissory note upon the following
described real property located in Creek County, Oklahoma, within
the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lots Fifteen (15) and Sixteen (16), Block

Three (3), BURNETT'S REFINERY ADDITION to the

City of Sapulpa, in Creek County, State of

Oklahoma, as shown by the Recorded Plat
thereof.




The Court further finds that on June 30, 1981, the
Defendants, Danny W, Thompson and Cathy L. Thompson, executed and
delivered to the United States of America on behalf of the
Administrator of Veterans Affairs their Promissory note in the
amount of $26,600.00, payable in monthly installments, with
interest thereon at the rate of 15.5 percent Per annum,

The Court further finds that as security for the
payment of the above described note, Danny W. Thompson and
Cathy L. Thompson executed and delivered to the United States of
America on behalf of the Administrator of Veterans Affairs a real
estate mortgage dated June 30, 1981, and recorded on June 30,
1981, in Book 102, Page 1589, in the records of Creek County,
Oklahoma, covering the ahove described real property.

The Court further finds that pursuant to a warranty
deed dated June 30, 1982, and filed of record on July 2, 1982, in
Book 120, Page 1460, in the records of Creek County, Oklahoma,
the Defendants, Danny W. Thompson and Cathy L. Thompson, did
grant, sell, and convey the above described real property to the
Defendants, John L. Lafferty and Louise Lafferty, who under the
terms of said warranty deed agreed to assume and pay the above
described mortgage in favor of the Plaintiff.

The Court further finds that the Defendant, Citizens
Security Bank & Trust Company, Bixby, Oklahoma, has a good and
valid lien on the property which is the subject matter of thisg
action by virtue of a real estate mortgage from John L. Lafferty

and Louise Lafferty to said bank, dated March 14, 1984, and




recorded on March 20, 1984, in Book 158, Page 1776, in the
records of Creek County, Oklahoma, said mortgage securing the
original principal sum of $25,500.00. That there is now due and
owing to said bank from the Defendants, John L. Lafferty and
Louise Lafferty, the sum of $17,675.67 plus interest accruing
from June 4, 1985, until paid at the rate of 15.5 percent per
annum, a reasonable attorney's fee, and costs of this action.
That said lien is inferior to the interest of the Plaintiff,
United States of America.

The Court further finds that the Defendants, John L.
Lafferty and Louise Lafferty, made default under the terms of the
aforesaid promissory note and mortgage, by reason of their
faiilure to make monthly installments due thereon, which default
has continued and that by reason thereof the Defendants, John L.
Lafferty and Louise Lafferty, are indebted to the Plaintiff in
the principal sum of $26,732.77, plus interest at the rate of
15.5 percent per annum from June 1, 1984 until judgment, plus
interest thereafter at the legal rate until fully paid, and the
costs of this action accrued and accruing.

IT 1S THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that
the Plaintiff have and recover judgment agains< the Defendants,
John L. Lafferty and Louise Lafferty, in the principal amount of
$26,732.77, plus interest at the rate of 15.5 percent per annum
from June 1, 1984 until judgment, plus interest thereafter at the
legal rate until fully paid, plus the costs of this action

accrued and accruing, plus any additional sums advanced or to be




advanced or expended during this foreclosure action by Plaintiff
for taxes, insurance, abstracting, or sums for the preservation
of the subject property.

IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Defendant, Citizens Security Bank & Trust Company, Bixby,
Oklahoma, recover -judgment against the Defendants, John L.
Lafferty and Louise Lafferty, in the amount of $17,675.67
together with interest accruing at the rate of 15.5 percent per
annum from June 4, 1985 until paid, a reasonable attorney's fee
in the sum of $1,500.00, and the costs of this action.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Defendants, County Treasurer and Board of County Commissioners,
Creek County, Oklahoma, have no right, title, or interest in the
real property which is the subject of this foreclosure action.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Defendants, Danny W. Thompson and Cathy L. Thompson, have no
right, title, or interest in the real property which is the
subject of this foreclosure action.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that upon
the failure of the Defendants, John L. Lafferty and Louise
Lafferty, to satisfy any money judgment of the Plaintiff herein,
or any money judgment of the Defendant, Citizens Security Bank &
Trust Company, Bixby, Oklahoma, an Order of Sale shall be issued
to the United States Marshal for the Northern District of
Oklahoma, commanding him to advertise and sell with appraisement

the real property involved herein and apply the proceeds of the

sale as follows:




In payment of the costs of this action
accrued and accruing incurred by the
Plaintiff, including costs of the sale of
said real property;

Second:

In payment of the judgment rendered herein in
favor of the Plaintiff;

In payment to the Defendant, Citizens
Security Bank & Trust Company, Bixby,
Oklahoma, in the amount of $17,675.67,
together with interest accruing at the rate
of 15.5 percent per annum from June 4, 1985,
until paid, a reasonable attorney's fee in
the sum of $1,500.00, and the costs of this
action.

The surplus from said sale, if any, shall be deposited

with the Clerk of the Court to await further Order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that from

and after the sale of the above described real property, under

and by virtue of this judgment and decree, the Defendants and all

persons claiming under them since the filing of the Complaint, be

and they are forever barred and foreclosed of any right, title,

interest or claim in or to the subject real property or any part

thereof.

S/ JAMES O. El|]
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




APPROVED:

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

R SO G
PHIL PINNELL
Assistant United States Attorney

MOYERS, MARTIN, SANTEE, IMEL & TETRICK

vt O ComanS

JAMESVR, MILLER

LYNN A. CONARD

320 South Boston, Suite 820
Tulsa, Oklahoma, Oklahoma 74103
Attorney for Defendant, Citizens
Security Bank & Trust Company,
Bixby, Oklahoma

@ﬂwpm

CYRUS NORTHROP -
5001 South Fulton Avenue
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74135

Attorney for Defendants, John L.
Lafferty and Louise Lafferty

TOM WAGENEBLA
4143 Bast 31st
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74135

Attorney for Defendants, Danny W.
Thompson and Cathy L. Thompson




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DAVID VAN BRUNT and )
DENISE VAN BRUNT, )
)
Plaintiffs, )
)
vs. ) No. 85~C-877-E
)
STATE FARM MUTUAL AUTOMOBILE )
INSURANCE COMPANY, an Illinois ) *2}
Corporation doing business in ) - Er \
Oklahoma, ) ~ 1 | 2
) ,
Defendant. ) Z‘EQ’ﬁlglggb
tack C, Silvar, Cler™:
—
ORDER OF DISMISSAL (S, DIIIRICT COMRT

The parties having stipulated that the above matter has been settled

between the parties, the cause is hereby dismissed with prejudice.

s/ JAMES O. ELLISON
JAMES O. ELLISON, JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

Case No. 85-C-1074-B L///////

MIDWESTERN UNITED LIFE
INSURANCE COMPANY,

Plaintiff,
DANIEL E. FAIRCHILD, as
Trustee of THE SUSAN MARIE
"SUMI™ MILLER TRUST, et al.

Defendants.

fom / ;
INSURANCE Company. Y LIFE MAY 1g Ag
’ 198
Plaintiff, {rﬂf"
-vs- - & PST”ﬂ l

DANIEL E. FAIRCHILD, as
Trustee of THE SUSAN MARIE
"SUMI" MILLER TRUST, et al.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
Defendants. )
)

THIS COURT, Having before it the Disclaimer of the
defendant, ETHEL KEMBRO, which contains the request of the
defendant, ETHEL KEMBRO, that she be dismissed from this

action, finds that such request should be granted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that
the defendant, ETHEL KEMBRO, be dismissed from this action each

party to bear its own costs.




Y

DATED this /9 day of /bla,\/ , 1986.

%&MA@M/&%/%

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

MIDWESTERN UNITED LIFE
INSURANCE COMPANY,

Plaintiff,
DANIEL E. FAIRCHILD, as
Trustee of THE SUSAN MARIE
"SUMI"™ MILLER TRUST, et al.

Defendants.

FIREMAN'S FUND AMERICAN LIFE
INSURANCE COMPANY,

Plaintiff;
-y g-
DANIEL E. FAIRCHILD, as
Trustee of THE SUSAN MARIE
"SUMI" MILLER TRUST, et al.

Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

ORDER

THIS COURT, Having before

defendants, BEN McGILL and LAURA M.

Case No. 85-C-1074-B

~n

R

v e

MAY 19 1086

.;-Jduﬁ ‘Jc \\JH\B' !:.'C.,*.ui

U. S, DISTRICT Cgoy

it the Disclaimer of the

McGILL, which contains the

request of the defendants, BEN McGILL and LAURA M. McGILL, that

they be dismissed from this action,

should be granted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED,

finds that such request

ADJUDGED and DECREED that

the defendants, BEN McGILL and LAURA M. McGILL, be dismissed

from this action, each party to bear its own costs.




DATED this /{ day of )i/ , 1986,

S/ THOMAS R. BRETT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

MIDWESTERN UNITED LIFE
INSURANCE COMPANY,

Plaintiff,

~Vg§- Case No, 85-C-1074-B
DANIEL E. FAIRCHILD, as
Trustee of THE SUSAN MARIE
"SUMI"™ MILLER TRUST, et al.
b=
Defendants. [

FIREMAN'S FUND AMERICAN LIFE

INSURANCE COMPANY, L

I
I o
g

A W

I AL

Plaintiff,
DANIEL E. FAIRCHILD, as
Trustee of THE SUSAN MARIE
"SUMI"™ MILLER TRUST, et al.

Defendants.

vvvvv\-’vuvu\-’\_—v\vvvvv\p\-ﬂ\—f\_—vﬁ-’vuu

ORDER

THIS COURT, Having before it the Disclaimer of the
defendant, DANIEL E. FAIRCHILD, as Executor and Perscnal
Representative of the Estate of Susan Marie Miller, which
contains the request of the defendant, DANIEL E. FAIRCHILD, as
Executor and Personal Representative of the Estate of Susan
Marie Miller, that he be dismissed from this action, finds that

such request should be granted.




IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that

the defendant, DANIEL E. FAIRCHILD, as Executor and Personal

Representative of the Estate of Susan Marie Miller,

dismissed from this action each party to bear its own costs.

/

DATED, this ¢ day of i) , 1986.
J

a HHOMAS ROBRETT

be

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE




IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

DENISE VAN BRUNT,
Plaintiff,

vs. No. 86-C-40-B
STATE FARM MUTUAL AUTOMOBILE
INSURANCE COMPANY, an Illinois
Corporation doing business in
Oklahoma,

; T\k 4
L
- M
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Defendant.

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

The parties having stipulated that the above matter has been settled

between the parties, the cause is hereby dismissed with prejudice.

L I B o S P .
SOHTMAAS B ORRPOTT

THOMAS R. BRETT, JUDGE
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAROMA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) | g %m 5? £
) il 5w
Plaintiff ,
' ) MAY 19 1985
vs. ) X N
) i B NN R
JERRY W. McLAUGHLIN, a single ) §§gfiwqhnﬁ?:j
person; COUNTY TREASURER, ) e
Tulsa County, Oklahoma; )
BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS, )
Tulsa County, Oklahoma, )
)
Defendants, ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 86-C-249-B

JUDGMENT OF FORECLOSURE

This matter comes on for consideration this }? day

of % __» 1986. The Plaintiff appears by Layn R. Phillips,

United States Attorney for the Northern District of Oklahoma,
through Nancy Nesbitt Blevins, Assistant United States Attorney;
the Defendants, County Treasurer, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, and
Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, appear by
David Moss, District Attorney, through Susan K. Morgan, Assistant
District Attorney; and the Defendant, Jerry W. McLaughlin,
appears not, but makes default.

The Court being fully advised and having examined the
file herein finds that the Defendant, Jerry W, McLaughlin,
acknowledged receipt of Summons and Complaint on March 31, 1986;
that Defendant, County Treasurer, Tulsa County, Oklahoma,
acknowledged receipt of Summons and Complaint on March 20, 1986;
and that Defendant, Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa County,
Oklahoma, acknowledged receipt of Summons and Complaint on

March 19, 1986.




It appears that the Defendants, County Treasurer, Tulsa
County, Oklahoma, and Board of County Commissioners, Tulsa
County, Oklahoma, filed their Answers herein on April 4, 1986;
and the Defendant, Jerry W. McLaughlin, has failed to answer and
his default has been entered by the Clerk of this Court.

The Court further finds that this is a suit based upon
a mortgage note for foreclosure of a mortgage securing said
mortgage note upon the following-described real property located
within the Northern Judicial District of Oklahoma:

Lot Fourteen (14), Block Two (2}, EL/BRAD, an

Addition in Tulsa County, State of Oklahoma,

according to the Recorded Plat thereof;

INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO: Range or

Counter Top Unit and Wall To Wall Carpeting.

That on February 15, 1983, Jerry W, McLaughlin executed
and delivered to the United States of America, acting on behalf
of the Administrator of Veterans Affairs, his mortgage note in
the amount of $37,000.00, payable in monthly installments, with
interest thereon at the rate of twelve (12) percent per annum,

That as security for the payment of the above-described
mortgage note, Jerry W. McLaughlin executed and delivered to the
United States of America, acting on behalf of the Administrator
of Veterans Affairs, a mortgage dated February 15, 1983, covering
the above-described real property. Said mortgage was recorded on
February 18, 1983, in Book 4670, Page 34, in the records of Tulsa
County, Oklahoma.

The Court further finds that Defendant, Jerry W.
McLaughlin, made default under the terms of the aforesaid note

and mortgage by reason of his failure to make the monthly

installments due thereon, which default has continued, and that




SPU—

by reason thereof the Defendant, Jerry W. McLaughlin is indebted
to the Plaintiff in the sum of $36,849.11, as June 1, 1985, plus
interest thereon at the rate of twelve (12) percent per annum
until judgment, plus interest thereafter at the legal rate until
fully paid, and the costs of this action accrued and accruing.

The Court further finds that the Defendants, County
Treasurer, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, and Board of County
Commissioners, Tulsa County, Oklahoma, have stated that they do
not claim any right, title, or interest in the subject property.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that the
Plaintiff have and recover judgment against the Defendant,

Jerry W. McLaughlin, in the sum of $36,849.11 as of June 1, 1985,
Plus interest thereon at the rate of twelve {12) percent per
annum until judgment, plus interest thereafte; at the current
legal rate of é;3/ percent per annum until paid, plus the costs
of this action accrued and accruing.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that upon
the failure of said Defendant, Jerry W. McLaughlin, to satisfy
the money judgment of the Plaintiff herein, an Order of Sale
shall be issued to the United States Marshal for the Northern
District of Oklahoma, commanding him to advertise and sell with
appraisement the real property involved herein and apply the
proceeds of the sale as follows:

In payment of the costs of this action

accrued and accruing incurred by the

Plaintiff, including costs of the sale of

said real property;




Second:

In payment of the judgment rendered herein

in favor of the Plaintiff.

The surplus from said sale, if any, shall be deposited
with the Clerk of the Court to await further order of the Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED that from
and after the sale of the above-described real property, under
and by virtue of this judgment and decree, all of the Defendants
and all persons claiming under them since the filing of the
Complaint, be and they are forever barred and foreclosed of any
right, title, interest or claim in or to the subject real

roperty or an art thereof. N
property Y P v R i BRETL

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
APPROVED:

LAYN R. PHILLIPS
United States Attorney

nited States Attorney
ourthouse

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

(918) 581-7463

Attorney for Plaintiff

DAVID MOSS
District Attorney

BY:

SUSAN K. M

Assistant District Attorney
Tulsa County Courthouse

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74103

Attorney for Defendants,
County Treasurer and Board of
County Commissioners, Tulsa
County, Oklahoma
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

o

JEROME PALKOWITSH,
Plaintiff,

v. No. 86-C-15-B o

TARGET STORES, a division of

Dayton~Hudson, a Minnesota
corporation,

Defendant.

.
]

ORDER QF DISMISSAL

This case comes before the Ccirt on the 1joint
stipulation of the parties for dismissal with prejudice.

1T 18 HEREBY ORDERED that, pursuant to the stipulation
0f the parties, Plaintiff's Complaint is dismissed with
prejudice, and with each party to bear his or i1ts own
costs and attorney's fees.

LONE this /¢ day of April, 1986¢.

TOTHRIMAS R BRITT

THOMAS R. BRETT
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

OKLAHOMA DRILLING CORPORATION,
an Oklahoma corporation; FISHER
OIL & GAS CORPORATION, a Texas
corporation,

)
)
)
}
)
Plaintiffs, ) e
vs. ) Case No. 82-C-1029B b//
) Pl i
PORTS OF CALL OIL COMPANY, an ) O A
Oklahoma corporation; C.W. )
CUOLPEPPER, an individual; and )
)
)
)

JAMES C. NILES, an individual,

HAAY 1 G 1986 7/

N i
.Lm\ b N

i & Bt ?z‘Sf £t

Defendants.

ORDER DISMISSING WITH PREJUDICE

The Court being fully advised in the premises and on
consideration of the Plaintiff's Application for Dismissal with
Prejudice, finds that such Order should issue.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that
Plaintiff's Cause of Action be and the same is hereby dismissed

with Prejudice.
Wi AY

Dated this /(//; day of Yiimp. , 1986.

/4? o
(/;ﬂgggq_gﬁrzfé,/z s /; ;§¢>zf

JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT COURT
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

B sy

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) th
)

Plaintiff, )

)

vs. )
)

RICHARD D. STEWART, et al., )
T )

Defendants. ) CIVIL ACTION NO. 83-C-12-B

AMENDED ADMINISTRATIVE CLOSING ORDER

NOW before the Court for its consideration is the
Motion to Amend Administrative Closing Order of the United States
of America. The United States has asked that the Court amend its
Administrative Closing Order entered on August 27, 1984 to direct
that this action shall be dismissed without prejudice rather than
with prejudice if the parties have not reopened for the purpose
of obtaining a final determination within sixty (60) days of the
final adjudication of certain proceedings in the Federal District
Court for North Dakota.

It appearing that the North Dakota proceedings have
been concluded, but that the United States has nevertheless been
unable to proceed with this action because it has been engaged in
certain administrative procedures that the North Dakota Court
mandated that it take in cases such as this prior to foreclosure,
it is hereby ordered that the Administrative Closing Order
entered herein on August 27, 1984, is hereby amended to reflect

dismissal without prejudice rather than dismissal with prejudice.

It is so ordered this 4§é{day of May, 198e¢.

Sf THOMAS k. ZRETT

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT QOURT

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA BAY j % 1996
GENE KENDEL BRISTOL and FERN BRISTOL, g y r{‘v
Plaintiffs, ) IR P =
vs. ; No. 84-C-714-B
FIBREBOARD CORFORATION, et al., ;
Defendants. ;
OQRDER

This matter comes on before the Court pursuant to the Plaintiff's

Motion for Dismissal of Ryder Industries, Inc. without prejudice. After due

consideration having been made, this Court:
HEREBY ORDERS, ADJUDGES AND DECREES that the Defendant, Ryder

Industries, Inc. is hereby dismissed without prejudice to the bringing of

another action.

5/ 1HCIMAS R BRETT

JUDGE OF THE DISTRICT COURT
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

VIKING PETROLEUM, INC.
a Delaware corporation,

Plaintiff,

v. No. 84-C-835-B
GEO EXPLORATION, INC., a Texas
corporation; FRANK WHITTINGTON,
an.individual; FRANK MERRILL,

an individual; SIGNAL DRILLING
CORPORATION, a Texas corporation,

WAV 1S 1986

Nt et Mt Vol Nt Sl Yt et Vot Vo Vot st Yt st

Defendants.

AGREED JUDGMENT S

This action came on for trial before the Court, the
Honorable Thomas R. Brett presiding, and the plaintiff, Viking
Petroleum, Inc. ("Viking"), appeared by and through its counsel,
Richard F. Popp and Ronald E. Goins, and the defendants, Frank M.
Whittington, Geo Exploration, Inc., and the bankruptcy estate of
Geo Exploration, Inc., appeared by and through their counsel,
Robert A. Whittington, and the defendant, Frank C. Merrill, Jr.
appeared pro se,

Thebissues have been properly presented to the Court, and
the parties hereby stipulate and agree to the following Agreed
Judgment.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED:

1. That the plaintiff, Viking, recover of the defendant,

Frank M. Whittington, the sum of $50,000, with interest at the




rate of fifteen (15%) per cent as provided by law.

2. That the claims of the plaintiff, Viking, are dismissed
with prejudice as to the defendants Frank C. Merrill, Jr., Geo
Exploration, Inc., and the bankruptcy estate of Geo Exploratiocn,
Inc.

3. That the Counterclaims of the defendants, Geo
Exploration, Inc. and the bankruptcy estate of Geo Exploration,
Inc., are hereby dismissed with prejudice as to the plaintiff,
Viking.

'. 4. Each party shall bear their own costs and attorneys

fees,

Dated this /“2 day of April, 1986.

Sf THOMAS R BRETT

Thomas R. Brett
United States District Court

APPROVED AS TQ FORM:

P

Richard F, Popp

ttorney for Fyfank M. Whittington,
Geo Exploration, Inc., and the
bankruptcy estate of Geo Exploration,
Incl

%/W,,éc@)77; ¢ hj/Q.

Efank C. Merrill, Jr..
ro se
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA

McDONALD-WALKER GROUP, INC.,
a Florida corporation,

Plaintiff,
vs. No. 86-C-93-C

QUAPAW TRIBE OF OKLAHOMA,

e Nt St et gt Supt wamt St Voumt gt

Defendant.

ORDER

Now before the Court for its consideration is the motion of
defendant to dismiss, said motion filed herein February 25, 1986,
and responded to by plaintiff. 2as such, the matter is now ready
for this Court's determination.

The complaint reveals that this action is brought by plain-
tiff, a Florida corporation, with its principal place of business
in Florida  as well, against the defendant Quapaw Tribe of
Oklahoma, a federally recognized Indian tribe in Quapaw, Ottawa
County, Oklahoma. Plaintiff 1is the assignee of a contract
entered into between the defendant and the assignors of the
contract, Messrs., Watson, Bales, and Whilden. The contract bears
the date of May 8, 1984, and the assignment agreement was dated
June 13, 1984. The contract bears the exXpress provision that in

no manner does the tribe waive its sovereign immunity and




provides for disputes to be resolved in good faith between the
parties.

The first cause of action contains allegations that, despite
demand for same, the defendant has refused to pay plaintiff
$36,000 due and owing as representing 50% of sums paid for
installation of an air conditioning, heating and smoke removal
system, as required by the contract. Plaintiff prays for a
damage judgment of $36,000.

The second cause of action asserts that the defendant has in
its possession certain bingo equipment, tables, and chairs, which
are the property of plaintiff and are worth $80,000. Demand for
return of the property or for compensation for same has not been
satisfied. Plaintiff prays for a replevin order, giving it
possession of the property or for money damages in the amount of
$80,000, and a restraining order to prevent the defendant from
%ransferring the property as plaintiff thinks it might.

The third cause of action alleges that pursuant to the
contract, plaintiff advanced money in the form of loans to
finance the bingo hall operation of the defendant and that the
defendant owes $192,000 on the loans. The sum remains unpaid,
despite demand. Plaintiff prays for money damages in the amount
of §192,000.

The fourth and final cause of action alleges that defendant
has failed to perform its part of the contract in good faith,
which has caused plaintiff to lose profits. Plaintiff prays for
breach of contract damages for lost profits, but alleges no

amount,




Defendant's motion to dismiss is premised on the proposition
that this lawsuit must be dismissed under the doctrine of sover-
eign immunity. The Indian Civil Rights Act (ICRA) found at 25
U.5.C. §§1301-41, particularly section 1302, provides:

No 1Indian tribe in exercising powers of
self-government shall --
(8) deny to any person within its
Jurisdiction the equal protection of its
laws or deprive any person of liberty or
property without due process of law.

Although the complaint expressly alleges no violation of
rights without due process of law, the plaintiff makes such an
argument in its brief and claims this Court therefore has juris-

diction.

In Ramey Canstr. v. Apache Tribe of Mescalero Reservation,

673 F.2d 315 (10th Cir. 1982}, the general contractor for a hotel
complex on reservation land, Ramey, sued the tribe to recover
money retained by the tribe pursuant to a contract retainage
provision and for breach of conte-t damages due to the tribe's
alleged disruption, delay, improper suspension of work, and
undisclosed subsoil problems. Ramey alleged sovereign immunity
was waived under the ICRA because the tribe was depriving him of
equal protection and due process of law by wrongfully withholding
the contract retainage. The Ramey court stated:
In Santa Clara Pueblo v. Martinez, 436 U.S.
49 ... (1978), the Supreme Court clarified
the meaning and effect of §1302 of the ICRA.
The Court made clear that, aside from au-

thorizing writ of habeas corpus actions as
provided in §1303, the ICRA leaves tribal

sovereign immunity intact. .a- In this
action, Ramey has alleged a claim for damages
based on breach of contact. This type of

injury does not rise to the level of a




constitutional deprivation to be redressed
under the ICRA. Therefore, the ICRA neither
provides a Jjurisdictional basis for Ramey's
claims nor waives the Tribe's sovereign
immunity.

The Ramey court went further to distinguish a case proffered

by the plaintiff in Ramey as controlling, Dry Creek Lodge, Inc.

v. Arapahoe and Shoshone Tribes, 623 F.2d 682 (10th Cir. 19%80),

cert. denied, 449 U.S. 1118 (1981), as inapplicable because it

involved particularly egregious allegations of personal restraint
and deprivation of perscnal rights that were not present in
Ramey's breach of contract action.1

Based upon the foregoing, this action by plaintiff to
recover breach of contract damages and invoke contract remedies

must be dismissed.

> 2

IT IS SO ORDERED this /9 day of May, 1986.

H. DAL OK
Chief Judge, U. 5. District Court

Lhe plaintiff in the instant case also misplaces its reliance on Dry
Creck. See also White v. Pueblo of San Juan, 728 F.2d 1307 (10th Cir. 1984),
wherein the court, in dismissing an action for lack of subject-matter
jurisdiction, stated that the Dry Creek decision was to be interpreted to
provide a narrow exceptlon to the traditional sovereign immunity bar of suits
against Indian tribes in federal courts. In addition, the White court stated
that the aggrieved party must have actually sought a tribal remedy, which, if
existent, is exclusive. In the case at bar, the camplaint lacks allegations
concerning the pursuit of tribal remedies.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT JACK C. SILVER, CLERK

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA U.S.DISTRICT COURT
BILL B. BRADLEY, )
)
Plaintiff, )
)

vs. ) Case No. 85-C-626-C
)
DRILLEX CONSULTING CORP., )
)
Defendant. )
ORDER FOR DISMISSAL
NOW on this ii; day of AN ¢ 1986, there comes
A

on before me, Judge of the United States District Court for the
Northern District of Oklahoma, Plaintiff's Application for
Dismissal in the above cause.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED by the Court

that this case be dismissed.

s/H. DALE COOK

Judge of the United States
District Court

Joe B. Womack

BERNARD, BARNES & WOMACK
Attorneys for Plaintiff
2727 East 21st Street
Suite 305

Tulsa, Oklahoma 74114
(918) 743-2096

0.B.A. No. 009835




